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recent appearance two notorious works, unequal 
merit, directed against the authenticity the evangelical 
record, induces subject the evidence for the genuine-. 
ness that record critical examination. enter upon: 
this task with arbitrary prejudices axioms, but look for 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 
not begin our investigations with any petitio anal- 
ogous that the romancing that the Gospels are 
part legendary evident, since they abound with miracles 
and the supernatural,” that the finessing Strauss,? 
who postulates criteria determine the genuineness 
writing, which, applied other writings than the Gospels, 
would sweep out existence well nigh every monument 
antiquity. Our object simply examine the 
our possession, test fairly, without any veri 
suggestio falsi, and see sufficient justify our re- 
ception the evangelical record. doing shall 
adhere the order pursued Strauss, whose work, point 
learning and scholarship, incomparably superior the 
superficial, fantastic, and flippant production the author 


Rénan, Vie Jésus (9th ed.), Introd: xvi. 
Strauss, Leben Jesu (Berlin, 1864), pp. 40-47. 
Vou. XXIII. No. 1866. 45. 
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question equal acumen, vigor, and Mr. Mill; and what 
cannot prove will not, this generation least, likely proved. 

Hamilton’s Lectures and Logic have this disadvantage, 
that they are posthumous publications, indeed, deeply 
sympathizing with his philosophical opinions, but still without his final 
revision. Many things, would have been modified, some errors 
and some inconsistencies harmonized, had lived complete 
his grand scheme and himself present the world. They have the 
advantage method both honest and severe, vigorous treatment 
which awakens the interest and stimulates the mind the utmost, 
spirit humble and religious, and healthful and sound direction. 

efforts enter into possession the vast world moral and 
metaphysical truth,” says John Foster, like those mouse at- 
tempting gnaw through the door granary.” have many 
thought besides him, and all our nibbling remain the out- 
side. Still may approaching the interior, and every fair and manly 
and honest controversy may bring least modicum truth 
its result. have suggested before, while there seems these 
volumes some personal animosity which may prevent fair judgment, 
yet not Hamilton alone who assailed them, but the great 
structure intuitional knowledge. This gives the work its true phile- 
sophical significance. full seeds which may germinate and spring 
essential moral and practical results. Hamilton may wrong, 
undoubtedly so, many important but the sensational phi- 
losophy must out into utilitarian and escape the 
doubt denial the doctrines theology. 


Law. Edward Buck, the 
Suffolk Bar. 12mo. pp. 310. Boston: Gould and Lincoln; New 
York: Sheldon and Co.; Geo. Blanchard and Co. 1866. 


Seldom much labor expended book has been devoted 
The author has been signally industrious searching out the 
ecclesiastical cases which have been tried our courts law; and the 
numerous, results councils, discussions pamphlets 
and periodicals, relating church discipline and government. The ref- 
erences the larger and smaller publications ecclesiastical affairs would 
alone worth the price the volume. The statements ecclesiastical 
law are enlivened allusions various incidental and subtile 
humor that underlies the technical This technical phrase- 
ology made sparing possible, and the volume, with its copious 
indexes, readily understood laymen well men. 
Baptists, Congregationalists, and Presbyterians will especially interested 
this work, although many the principles are applicable all 
other sects. Mr. Buck deserves the hearty thanks the churches, not 
only Massachusetts, but throughout the land, for his persevering toil. 
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the Vie adopt the order Strauss, not 
the best, but because are prepared dis- 
pute with him every inch ground, and because write 
against him. His book brimful and, although 
yet not before the public English, will doubtless 
before very long, for Satan finds some mischief still for 
idle hands brief analysis that work will not 
Jesus, not life Christ. eliminates the divine, the 
supernatural, and the miraculous from the life Christ, and 
takes the biography Jesus. proposes deal with 
the Jesus history, not with the Christ faith. affirms 
that the conception life Jesus the snare which 
the theology our time had caught and ruined.” 
chapter entitled The Different Works the Life 
the author takes occasion give pretty rough hand- 
ling all who differ from him, and castigate particularly 
those who since the appearance his first work have been 
his most successful opponents. specimen, give his 
caustic treatment Neander. Life Jesus 
Christ has three mottoes, from Athanasius, Pascal, and Plato: 
all the good spirits theology and philosophy were invoked 
this last stress, but the only motto setting forth the spirit 
the book, and biblical one boot, wanting wit, 
the passage Mark ix. 24: believe; help thou mine 
representative restored orthodoxy the standpoint 
while Rénan and Keim are hailed welcome 
Chapter II. takes up, the external evidence 
the origin and date the Gospels, and reaches the con- 
that wanting; the internal character the 
with the same result. Then follows, two books, 
the life Jesus. The first containing what pretends 
sketch the life Jesus; the second, the mythical 
history Jesus, its origin and development,” with the 
-general result, which put the author’s own words: 
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not believe that matters are bad, has been maintained, 
that cannot know for certain any one saying which the 
Gospels make Jesus utter, whether really did utter it. 
believe that there are some which, with all that probability 
may ascribe Jesus, and have endeavored indicate 
above the marks which they may recognized. But this 
probability approaching certainty does not extend very far, 
and even worse about the acts and events the life 
Jesus, excepting his journey Jerusalem and his death. 
Little established, and just concerning that which eccle- 
siastical belief peculiarly linked the miraculous and 
superhuman the acts and experience Jesus rather 
established fact that did not take place. But that the 
salvation man should depend upon the belief things 
which part certain that they did not take place, 
part uncertain whether they did take place, and only 
the least part beyond doubt that they did take place; that 
the salvation man should depend upon the belief such 
essary After this brief account the whole 
work, proceed the consideration the external evi- 
dence for the authenticity the 
ing the examination the internal evidence for some future 
day. 

Strauss (p. 47) admits that our four Gospels were extant 
towards the end the second century, received the 
church, and constantly quoted Irenaeus Gaul, Clement 
Alexandria, and Tertullian Carthage the works 
the apostles and apostle-disciples whose names they bear 
but calls attention the circumstance that other Gospels 
were still circulation, that the Gospel the Hebrews and 
that the Egyptians, the Gospels Peter, Bartholomew, 
Thomas, Matthias, and the twelve apostles were not only 
use among heretical sects, but also frequently cited 
dox teachers the church, although that time, and ever 


Strauss, pp. 623, 624. 
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afterwards, the four Gospels our canon were considered 
the truly reliable foundations the Christian faith. The 
question why just these four, neither more nor less, were 
regarded that light answers the language Ire- 
naeus!: gospel the pillar the church, the church 
diffused over the whole world, the world has four regions 
therefore proper that there should four Gospels. 
Again, the gospel the divine breath wind life for 
mankind now there are four principal winds earth, 
there are four Gospels. the world-creating Word 
enthroned above the cherubim, the cherubim have four forms, 
the Word has given four-formed adding: 
singular argumentation must not understood 
intimate that said circumstances were the reason why 
naeus received only four Gospels, neither more nor less; 
rather these four had that time risen 
esteem the catholic church, which was earnestly striving 
for the unity the faith, and Irenaeus sought arrange 
this relation after the spirit his age; but this arrange- 
ment shows that spirit have been absolutely foreign the 
spirit our age —the spirit intelligent 

are surprised this introductory paragraph, for 
certainly tells decidedly against Strauss, notwithstanding the 
artistic skill with which has arranged it. The fact that 
the four canonical Gospels were early towards the close 
the second century regarded embodying the only relia- 
ble groundwork the Christian faith, and that every 
section the church, surely highly creditable the spirit 
that age, spirit which, far from being credulous, was 
sufficiently critical discard every spurious apocryphal 
Gospel, and fix upon the four canonical Gospels alone 
entitled confidence. Does the argus-eyed vigilance which 
presided over the canonical Gospels, the Briaerius-armed for- 
titude which flung every heretical, apocryphal, and uncanon- 
ical composition the winds, not speak well for the critical 
acumen and integrity the early custodians the faith once 


Adv. Haeres., III. 11. Strauss, 48. 
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delivered the saints? The argumentation Irenaeus, 
according Strauss himself, was not the reason why that 
eminent Father received the four Gospels only, but shows that 
the four Gospels, far from beginning recognized au- 
thoritative, had long since been received, and were universally 
acknowledged authentic, and thoroughly established 
induce Irenaeus illustrate their four-visaged aspect 
cosmical and heavenly relations. Irenaeus died the 
second year after the close the second century but had 
sat the feet the venerable, and him much venerated, 
Polycarp, who-himself had been the disciple John, and had 
intercourse with other eye-witnesses the evangelical his- 
tory. Irenaeus, narrating this expressly 
tionately refers the memorable information which Polycarp 
had received from the lips and other disciples 
Jesus, adding that all was perfect agreement with the 
Are nevertheless suppose that Irenaeus 
did not hear Polycarp any way refer the Gospel 
John, and yet did repose absolute faith that Gospel, 
who used the pure word the scriptures sacred weapon 
against heretics, the men scripture interpolation, and 
the apocrypha? sure this, obvious, brings 
John himself; but this support the testimony Irenaeus 
for our Gospels, and particularly for that John, Polycarp, 
and through him John himself, has truly more authority 
than the supposition that the Gospel John may have ap- 


adv. Haer. III. and especially his Epistle Florinus Euseb. 
Hist. Eccl. (Iren. Opp., ed. Stieren, 822). 

Epist. Florinus: Vidi enim te, quum puer essem, inferiore 
Asia apud Polycarpum, quum imperatoria aula splendide ageres illi pro- 
bare conareris. Nam quae tunc gesta sunt melius memoria teneo, quam quae 
nuper acciderunt (quippe quae pueri discimus, simul cum animo ipso coalescunt 
eique penitus inhaerent), adeo locum dicere possim quo sedens beatus 
Polycarpus disserebat, processus quoque ejus ingressus vitaeque modum 
corporis speciem, sermones denique quos multitudinem habebat familiarem 
consuetudinem quae illi cum Johanne reliquis qui Dominum viderant 
cessit, narrabat, qualiter dicta eorum quaeque Domino 
ipsis audiverat, miraculis illius etiam doctrina, quae iis qui 
verbum vitae ipsi conspexerant acceperat Polycarpus, qualiter referebat, cuncta 
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peared suddenly the earlier years Irenaeus, say about 
150, and that the simplicity his nature reposed im- 
plicit faith the 

The testimony Papias, Bishop Hierapolis Phrygia, 
during the first half the second century, found frag- 
ment his work, given Eusebius, 
Hist. 39, has been used Strauss, Rénan, and the 
whole infidel school for the purpose invalidating 
spect for the genuineness the first two Gospels. Let 
see what is. That ancient writer says concerning Mat- 
the sayings (of the Lord) the Hebrew language, but every 
one interpreted them was able.” That these de- 
note the Gospel according Matthew admitted most 
hands, even Strauss. The term was understood all 
the patristic writers, and cannot well mean anything else, 
connect it, ought with the notice Papias 
concerning Mark, which immediately precedes the foregoing 
passage, and where the words, Tod 
for the sayings Christ cannot well separated from the 
works Christ and still less can they understood without 
calls the Acts the Apostles That Mat- 
thew composed his Gospel Hebrew, that Aramaic, 
not only asserted Papias, but also Irenaeus, Origen, 
Eusebius, Jerome, Epiphanius, and The testimony 


Tischendorf, Wann wurden unsere Evangelien verfasst? Leipzig, 1865. 
brief but most valuable contribution the literature the evangelical 
canon. 

Eusebius, Hist. Eccl. III. 24, describes Matthew 
The same author relates, Hist. Eccl. 10, that 
Pantaenus, after the middle the second century, missionary journey 
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Papias certainly not entitled great respect, for the 
extracts from his work preserved Eusebius abundantly 
justify the latter’s estimate his capacity, that was 
But whatever may said him, the testimony men like 
Irenaeus, Origen, and Eusebius deserves the very highest con- 
sideration. not enjoy the reputation thought- 
lessly repeating floating and unauthentic rumors, and they 
had, doubtless, good reasons, independent the notice 
Papias, for their assertion that Matthew’s Gospel was origi- 
nally composed Hebrew. But where that original 
Hebrew Gospel according Matthew; and what authority 
have believe that Matthew’s Gospel Greek identi- 
cal with the Hebrew original? These are the real questions 
issue, confess, they are almost impossible solve. 
the first question, have unfortunately answer 
make beyond the fact that longer extant, and therefore 
have means determine, comparison the Aramaic 
Gospel Matthew with the canonical Greek Gospel Mat- 
thew, whether the two are identical; but the universal recep- 
tion the Greek Gospel that Matthew the very 
witnesses for the existence Aramaic original certainly 
strong argument for its genuineness; for they had en- 
tertained any doubt the genuineness the Greek transla- 
tion version Matthew they would have intimated 
much. Moreover, there trace whatsoever the exist- 
ence any other Greek version Matthew’s Gospel, and 
universal reception must here deemed the strongest evi- 


the Indies, found there persons acquainted with the Gospel Matthew, 
whom Bartholomew the apostle had preached, and left among them the Gospel 
Matthew Hebrew, which was preserved until that time. 

The Synopsis s., appended the works Athanasius, says: 

Epiphanius testifies the same, Haeres. XXIX. LI. 

Jerome, Catal.c.4: primus Judaea propter eos, qui excircum- 
cisione crediderant, evangelium Christi hebraicis literis verbisque composuit 
quod quis postea graecum transtulerit, non satis certum est.” many 
other places. 
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dence the authenticity, the celebrated canon criticism 
laid down Tertullian (adv. Marcion, summa 
constat verius quod prius, prius quod initio, 
initio quod apostolis, pariter utique constabit esse 
apostolis traditum quod apud ecclesias apostolorum fuerit 

The assertion that the so-called Gospel according the 
Hebrews identical with the Hebrew original Matthew’s 
Gospel simply gratuitous, but comparison all the notices 
concerning which have come down renders the 
highest degree probable that was corrupted recension 
Matthew, production, exhibiting some features 
resemblance our Matthew, but omitting much and adding 
more. was held very doubtful reputation, and, far 
from being older than our Matthew, seems later 
The hypotheses concerning the relation the Gos- 
pel according the Hebrews our Gospel according 
Matthew are endless, but the few fragments the former 
our possession are insufficient establish more 
here been stated. Certainly place the apocryphal Gospel 
according the Hebrews level with our Matthew, 
Strauss does, purely arbitrary, and critically for 
while the latter before its entireness, well authenti- 
cated the universal consent the most ancient and reli- 
able witnesses, the former exists only insulated 
accompanied conflicting notices, the most trustworthy 
which brand spurious production its universal rejec- 
tion, opposed the universal reception our Matthew, 


The same author, c., gives the following beginning that Gospel: 

fragments may seen Fabricius, Cod. Apocryph. Nov. Test., 
355 seq.; Grabe, Spicileg. patr., Wette, Einleit. (2d ed.), seq., 
al. 
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certainly strong negative argument favor the ground 
have taken. 

But have still account for the existence our Greek 
Matthew. Its internal structure, shall have occasion 
show hereafter, bears the impress originality, especially 
its citations from the Old Testament, which neither agree 
uniformly with the Hebrew text nor with the LXX, and, 
although for the most part taken from the latter, evinces 
freedom treatment more suited the plastic moulding 
author than the constrained action mere trans- 
lator. our Greek Matthew original production, 
may either the work Matthew himself, that some 
apostolical man, who made under the personal direction 
the apostle. hypothesis may substantiated. Mat- 
thew wrote for the Jews, show them that Jesus Nazareth 
was the expected Messiah. Jews were scattered over the 
whole double version his Gospel, emanating 
from himself, the one Hebrew Aramaic, for the Jews 
Palestine, the other Greek, for the Jews the dispersion, 
comports well with the evident design the Gospel, and does 
not conflict with the above-mentioned notices Papias and 
Jerome. 

Enough has been said show that the data our dis- 
posal not warrant positive conclusion, and still less 
satisfactory solution the whole subject; the same time, 
abundantly manifest that the absolute rejection Mat- 
thew’s Gospel authentic document Strauss and his 
sympathizers illustration the unfairness and arbi- 
trary procedure which characterize that school. 
hereafter sum the whole evidence for the canonical Gos- 
pels and have occasion state the argument drawn from 
the existence the Peschito and Itala versions, from the 
recently discovered most ancient Syriac text, and the Codex 
Sinaiticus, which clearly establishes the fact that about, 
soon after, the middle the second century the four Gospels 

Origen, and Jerome say that was written the 


not for the Hebrews Palestine only. 
XXIII. No. 91. 


id 
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existed substantially the same form which now have 
them; that the versions were made from the Greek text, and 
that the beginning the evangelical canon must placed 
the end the first century. Meanwhile fully endorse 
Olshausen’s remark concerning Matthew: While all the 
Fathers the church relate that Matthew has written 
Hebrew, yet they universally make use the Greek text 
genuine apostolic composition, without remarking what 
relation the Hebrew Matthew bears our Greek Gospel 
for that the earlier ecclesiastical teachers did not possess the 
Gospel St. Matthew any other form than now have 
it, established (Echtheit, etc., 35). 

The concurrent testimony the ancient church makes 
the second canonical Gospel, that according Mark, depend- 
ent oral communications from Peter. The tradition, 
noticed presently, more less confirmed the fol- 
lowing data, drawn from the New Testament. Mark the 
Evangelist identified with the Mark whose surname was 
mentioned Acts xii. 12, 25, John being his Jewish 
name, and Mark his Latin surname. was the son 
certain Mary, who lived Jerusalem (Acts xii. 12), and 
whose house Peter came after his deliverance from prison, 
and there found many gathered together, was 
probably convert Peter, who calls him Marcus, son” 
Pet. expression which seems imply that 
Mark was indebted Peter for his new-birth, and certainly 
denotes intimate relationship. Mark was alsoa cousin 
Barnabas (Col. iv. 10), and 
through the influence the latter that became early 
associated with Paul. The tradition that was one the 
seventy disciples cannot substantiated, nor have certain 
data that was the young man, having linen cloth cast 
about his naked body, who followed Christ the night 
his betrayal, and who, when seized the young men, left the 
linen cloth, and fled from them naked (Mark. xiv. 51, 52), 
although this delicate mode referring himself parallel 
that John (i. 40, xix. 26), and perhaps that Luke 
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(xxiv. 18). accompanied Paul and Barnabas their 
minister their first missionary journey, but, 
from some cause not known us, left them Perga 
(Acts xiii. 13), and when Paul afterwards refused take 
him companion his second journey, went with Bar- 
nabas Cyprus (Acts xv. 36-40). later period find 
him with Paul Rome (Col. iv. 10; Philem. 
later had joined Peter Babylon Pet. 13), and was 
with Timothy Ephesus when Paul wrote him during 
his second imprisonment Rome, and expressed the desire 
that Mark should return him Rome Tim. iv. 11). 
said have been the founder and first bishop the 
church Alexandria (Euseb. Hist. Hipp. Opp. 
41). The testimony the so-called Presbyter John, fur- 
nished Papias Gin Euseb. Hist. Eccl. the 
the second century, (adv. Haer. 
6), Tertullian Mare. IV. 5), Clement 
Alexandria (in Euseb. Hist. 15; VI. 14, and Adum- 
brat. Petri), Origen (in Euseb. Hist. Eccl. VI. 25), 
nius LI. and others, describes Mark the com- 
panion and interpreter the Apostle Peter. 
Although the testimony these ancient writers not iden- 
tical other particulars, they all agree this, that Mark was 
the companion and interpreter Peter. This well authen- 
ticated notice means contradicts the unquestionable 
fact that Mark aided Paul the dissemination the 
felt attached both, but more Peter, his spiritual 
father, and there nothing preclude the possibility his 
having been much with the latter. 

The testimony the Presbyter John, given Papias (in 
Kuseb. Hist. give for convenience sake 
And John the presbyter also said this: Mark, 
being the interpreter Peter, whatsoever remembered 
wrote with great accuracy, not however the order which 
was spoken done Christ, for neither heard nor 
followed the Lord, but was, said, afterwards fol- 
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lower Peter, who gave him the necessary instruction, yet 
not history the Lord’s discourses. that Mark has 
not erred anything writing some things remem- 
bered them. For one thing was carefully attentive, 
not omit anything what had heard falsify any- 
thing said The main point this testimony 
that Mark wrote his gospel from his recollection the oral 
discourses Peter. This substantially the testimony 
Tertullian (c. Mare. IV. says that the Gospel 
Mark was called some the Gospel Peter Marcus 
quod edidit evangelium Petri affirmatur, 
Marcus), and probably with reference this relation calls 
Mark the author apostolicus (c. Mare. IV. 2). The 
most explicit account, however, that Clement Alex- 
andria (in Euseb. Hist. Eccl. VI. 14): “When Peter had 
publicly preached the word Rome, and declared the gospel 
under the influence the Spirit, many present requested 
Mark, who had followed him from afar and well remembered 
his sayings, reduce his discourses writing, and that 
after composing the Gospel, gave those who 
quested it, which when Peter understood, directly neither 
hindered nor encouraged it. And again, (Hist. 
Eccl. II. 15) quotes from Clement’s Hypotop. lib. VI. the 
following: freely, however, did the splendor piety 
enlighten the minds Peter’s hearers, that was not 
sufficient hear only once, nor recite the unwritten 
instruction the divine preaching; but they persevered 
all sorts entreaties solicit Mark, the follower Peter, 
and whose Gospel have, that should leave them 
written monument the instructions thus orally conveyed. 
Nor did they cease their solicitations until they had prevailed 
with the man, and thus became the means that writing 
which called the Gospel according Mark. They say 
also that the apostle, ascertaining what was done revela- 
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tion the Spirit, was delighted with their ardent zeal, and 
authorized the writing read the churches. This 
account given Clement, the sixth book his Institu- 
tions, and confirmed the testimony Papias, bishop 
Clement says, moreover (Adumbratio Petri, 
Oxon. 100): Marcus, Petri sectator, palam praedicante 
Petro evangelium Romae, coram quibusdam Caesareanis equi- 
tibus, multa Christi testimonia proferente, penitus eis 
possent, quae dicebantur, memoriae commendari, scripsit 
his, quae Petro dicta sunt, evangelium quod secundum 
Marcum vocitatur.” Origen (in Euseb. Hist. Eccl. VI. 25) 
also traces the Gospel Mark the oral discourses Peter. 
Jerome (Ep. Hedib. 11) accounts for the origin 
Mark’s Gospel thus: Marcum, cujus evangelium Petro 
narrante, illo scribente compositum and (Catal. 
more explicitly: Marcus, discipulus interpres Petri, 
juxta quod Petrum referentem audierat, rogatus Romae 
fratribus, breve scripsit evangelium, quod quum Petrus 
audiisset, probavit ecclesiae legendum sua auctoritate 
edidit, sicut Clemens sexto hypotyposeon libro scribit.” 
And Epiphanius (Haeres. LI. reports: 

The main difference these accounts is, that between 
Irenaeus, who says that Mark wrote his Gospel after Peter’s 
death, and Clement, and those who wrote after him, according 
whom the Gospel Mark obtained the sanction and 
approbation Peter himself. Midway between them the 
testimony Papias, who says that Mark kept faithful 
record the discourses Peter the time they were 
delivered. the simple hypothesis that Mark began his 
work during the life Peter and completed after his 
death, this apparent divergency disappears, for cannot 
suppose Mark have begun his work without the apostle’s 
sanction may even have had completed, and secured 
for Peter’s authority, and still not have delivered for 
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circulation until after his decease. The apparent contradic- 
tion Clement’s own statements, that Peter neither hindered 
nor encouraged the undertaking (Euseb. VI. 14), and that 
publicly sanctioned with his authority and recommended 
its circulation 15), has been conciliated the 
supposition that Peter neither encouraged nor hindered the 
work first, but afterwards approved fieri 
ipsum non jusserit, tamen factum non Ruffinus). 
Whatever may said these minor differences, the 
main point all this testimony, that Peter directly in- 
directly influenced the composition Mark’s Gospel, that 
founded the oral delivery that apostle, derives the 
strongest possible corroboration from its reception 
canonical Gospel the early part the second century, 
and from internal characteristics, which strongly point 
Petrine origin. The which certain matters 
affecting Peter personally are treated, deserve particular 
notice and one two illustrations may not out place 
here. Matthew xvi. 13-19, Peter’s reply our Lord’s 
question followed Christ’s declaration: Blessed art 
thou Simon Barjona,” etc.; wanting the parallel 
passage, Mark viii. 29, although find there account 
Peter’s want faith, which not mentioned Luke. 
Mark who records the history Peter’s denial more minutely, 
and under more aggravating circumstances (xiv. 66), than 
the other evangelists, brings out the direct bearing Christ’s 
reproof Peter (xiv. 87), and records the special message 
Peter (xvi. 7), which not found the other Gospels. 
Strauss and Rénan reject this Gospel with little cer- 
emony There nothing new what they say 
simply the old rationalistic, destructionist argument. 
first argued that the evidence Irenaeus, Clement, and 
Eusebius being contradictory, the only remaining evidence 
Papias cut up, torn pieces, and misconstrued with the 


general result that must relate another, more 


mentary, and less logical work than our Gospel according 
Mark. course the whole this illogical procedure de- 


— 
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pends upon the interpretation the first sentence the 
whatsoever remembered wrote with great accuracy, 
not however the order which was spoken done 
argues that everything depends the 
meaning for Papias thought Mark wrote not 


the right order, have determine what the right order 

was; that the reference could not the order John’s 

Gospel, which Papias did not know; that knew Hebrew 

Gospel according Matthew, and Greek digests the same, 

but that the order Mark’s Gospel does not materially 

differ from the arrangement our Greek Matthew 

warrant the assertion that Papias accounting 

for the want order Mark’s Gospel its dependence 
the discourses Peter, who said have only occasionally 
discoursed Jesus, denies not only the right order, but all 
historical order, the narrative Mark that such order 
not more wanting our Gospel Mark than any the 
other Gospels, and that Papias, thus construe his asser- 
tion, could not refer our present Gospel according 
Mark, but must have had before him altogether different 
writing that the condition our present Gospel according 
Mark, far from showing greater dependence Peter, 
exhibits such dependence less degree than the Gospel 
according Matthew, and shows dependence Matthew 
incompatible with the statement that its author drew his 
information from the discourses Peter; that the 
which Papias furnishes the Gospel Mark 
does not fit our Gospel according Mark, and since 
accounts for its origin the existence relation which 
does not account for the existence our Gospel according 
Mark, the testimony Papias does not relate the latter, 
and consequently But patent that, while 
have coercive interpretation the language Papias, 
contains nothing justify the extraordinary construction 
which men the school Strauss give it. Whatever 
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the meaning clear that does not mean 
disorder, imperfection, and for Papias distinetly 
affirms that Mark wrote with great accuracy,” and was 
guided the principle not omit falsify anything that 
had heard.” The words taken they stand the con- 
text, without any violent disruption from the connection 
which they occur, mean nothing less more than that 
Mark did not record the works and words Christ the 
exact order which they took place, but the order 
which Peter was wont orally describe them. The lan- 
guage Papias passes censure Mark, but intimates 
that that evangelist records the sayings and doings Christ 
with the utmost fidelity the order pursued Peter. The 
whole theory epitomized compilation digest purely 
arbitrary, which sound criticism must and does unequivocally 
condemn and reject. The obvious design Papias was 
bear testimony the scrupulous fidelity Mark 
evangelist, and was doubtless this fidelity which caused 
his Gospel received from the beginning, and the 
consentient voice the church, canonical Gospel. 
Moreover, the scriptural notices concerning the evangelist 
make abundantly clear that his early adoption the 
Christian faith, his intimate relations Peter, Paul, and 
the other founders the church, gave him the opportunity 
the utmost and most authentic familiarity with every 
particular the evangelical history, and placed him beyond 
the necessity extracting from compiling the writings 
other men. His Gospel, whole, unit style, lan- 
guage, and manner, and the freshness and vivacity those 
portions particular which are not found the other 
Gospels evince originality that ill comports with the 
constrained action mere copyist, compiler, epitomizer. 
cannot, therefore, see the testimony Papias any- 
thing that conflicts with the contents and condition our 
Gospel according Mark, and adding his testimony that 
Irenaeus, Clement, Jerome, and others, consider the gen- 
uineness and canonicity that Gospel well established. 


q 
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The questions relating its internal condition will come 
hereafter. 

The third canonical Gospel ascribed the general con- 
sent ancient Christian writers Luke, the beloved physi- 
cian, the friend and companion Paul, and author the 
Acts the Apostles. Luke mentioned name only 
three times the New Testament, Philem. 24, Col. iv. 14, 
Tim. iv. 11; these epistles are generally believed have 
been written Paul during his imprisonment Rome; 
the first passage designated Paul’s fellow-laborer, 
the second, the beloved physician, the third, simply as. 
Luke. That the Luke Philem. identical with the 
Luke Col. iv. evident, from the fact that both 
places his name occurs connection with the same men 
Col. iv. 12, 14, with Philem. 10, 23, 24). From the 
statement Col. iv. (cf. vs. 14) cannot inferred that 
was not the circumcision. are absolutely without any 
certain historical data his origin and conversion, but 
have unlimited supply conjectures, which the curiousmay 
find the dictionaries and introductions. Some have endeav- 
ored identify Luke the Evangelist with Lucius Cyrene 
(Acts xiii. 1), Christian teacher Antioch, who, again, has 
been supposed identical with the Lucius mentioned Rom. 
xvi. 21. This hypothesis based the form the name 
Lueas, which evidently contraction, but Lucanus, and 
not Lucius. The contraction Lucanus into Lucas has 
analogy Silas from Silvanus, and some support from 
the title the Gospel Codd. Vercell. and Corb. Mabil- 
lon’s Museum Ital. which reads, secundum 
The tradition that Luke was not only physi- 
cian, but also painter, mediaeval origin, and pure 
fable. Nothing positive known the events belonging to. 
the close his life. The first Christian author who notices 


Lange’s conjecture that Luke was one the Greeks who came Jesus 
shortly before his death (John xii. 20), and identical with the Aristion Papias 
lucere), founded very doubtful and bold etymology, which 
few are prepared recognize. Cf. Lange, Leben 252. 

XXIII. No. 91. 
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the personal relations Luke confines himself the data 
the New Testament, but afterwards, and especially the 
Middle Ages, many particulars concerning him were set 
circulation, which need not repeated here. 

The testimony favor the authenticity this Gospel 
means meagre Strauss would make believe. 
The oldest testimony for its genuineness the production 
disciple the apostles, the existence the Acts 
the Apostles, which internal grounds must ascribed 
apostolical man, and which external and internal 
grounds uniformly ascribed Luke. The concurrent 
testimony Irenaeus, Tertullian, Clement, the. Peschito, 
the Muratorian fragment, Origen, Eusebius, and Jerome, 
declares Luke the author the third canonical Gospel, 
apostolical disciple, and author who wrote the most 
authentic information. glance these notices. 
naeus (adv. Haer. Euseb. Hist. Eccl. says: 
And Luke, the companion Paul, set down book 
the Gospel preached (i.e. Paul). The manner 
which Strauss disposes this statement exhibits degree 
assurance which would hardly credible, had his 
opinion only oral report. thinks that the reference 
book necessitates the supposition that Irenaeus speaks 
different work from the Gospel Luke, because the 
Gospel which Paul preached was different from that which 
have now the third any other Gospel, inasmuch 
the burden the apostolical and the most ancient preaching 
did not consist detailed biography Jesus, but gave 
only short proof his Messiahship from the prophecies 
the Old Testament, his resurrection from the dead, with 
account the atoning virtue his death, the 
institution the holy supper, the quotation some 
his memorable sayings that Paul was the last man couch 
his discourses such historical forms, for owing the late- 
ness his admission the apostolate could hardly know 
all the details the life Jesus, nor did seem attach 
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What authority has Strauss for these statements? 
can only produce his own opinion and critical acumen, 
beg leave decline that kind testimony,and give decided 
preference that Irenaeus, who must have known 
least much the matter the oracular Strauss, espe- 
cially the account gives III. 14) the contents 
the Gospel proves that the book preserved 
possess the same which knew. does not suit his purpose 
discuss the other testimony; but shall presently find 
him making the most opinion Eusebius and Jerome, 
and trying hard pull pieces the prologue our Gospel. 
man who sets such prodigy for learning, candor, 
and honesty ought have less convenient memory, which 
generally enables him forget facts that make against his 
theory. has not word say about Tertullian, who 
actually says that the Gospel Luke was sometimes ascribed 
Paul Lucae digestum Paulo adscribere 
Origen’s statement, that the Gospel Luke was 
Euseb. Hist. Eccl. VI. 25), the valuable 
notice the famous Muratorian fragment, wit: Tertio 
evangelii librum secundum Lucam. Lucas iste medicus post 
ascensum Christi cum eum Paulus, quasi juris studiosum 
secundum adsumsisset, nomine suo opinione conscripsit. 
Dominum tamen nec ipse vidit carne. idem prout, 
assequi potuit. Ita nativitate Johannis incipit dicere.” 
the opinion Eusebius IV.) and Jerome 
(Catal. Script. Eccl. 7), that when Paul uses the words 
“according gospel” Rom. ii. and Tim. ii. 
refers Luke’s Gospel, admitted all hands that 
erroneous; but proves how strongly and universally the 
participation Paul the production the third 
was acknowledged the early church. 

the prologue our Gospel, Luke accounts for its origin 

many have taken hand set forth 
order declaration those things which are most surely 
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believed among us, even they delivered them unto us, 
which from the beginning were eye-witnesses, and ministers 
understanding all things from the very first, write unto 
thee order, most excellent Theophilus, that thou mightest 
know the certainty those things wherein thou hast. been 
instructed.” 

From the language the prologue Strauss draws the fol- 
lowing inferences 

That the time when the author the third Gos- 
pel wrote there was already considerable Gospel literature 
extant, which reviewed critically.” 

That since distinguishes the many compilers the 
Gospel history from the original eye-witnesses and ministers 
the word, whose traditions were worked out the 
former, does not seem know any Gospel exclusively 
apostolical authorship.” 

That since, order excel his predecessors, does 
not specify some peculiar source information, the in- 
struction apostle, but simply that had diligently 
-inquired into all things from the beginning, does not seem 
were the companion apostle, which light 
the author the third Gospel has been regarded from ancient 

inferences, excepting the first, are far from just 
they are neither logical nor honest. 

evident from the language the prologue that 
the author the third Gospel was acquainted with many 
Gospel histories, which critically reviewed. But the result 
that review could hardly have been satisfactory him, 
for otherwise would resolved compose his 
Gospel. Who the were, the author does not state. 
must refer more than authors and his reference 
cannot therefore limited Matthew and Mark more- 
over, does not speak Gospels, but only certain state- 
ments memoirs fragmentary accounts, and, 
describes them, mere attempts undertakings 
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cannot well mean the apocryphal Gospels, which 
did not exist that early period, nor hardly the Gospels ac- 
cording Matthew and Mark, which were apostolic origin. 
Hence the conclusion Origen (in Hieronymus, Homilia 
Lucam) seems just: Hoc quod ait, conati sunt,’ 
latentem habet accusationem eorum, qui absque gratia Spir- 
itus Sancti scribenda Evangelia prosilierunt. Matthaeus 
quippe Johannes Lucas non sunt conati 
scribere sed 

cannot inferred with certainty from the language 
the prologue either that the author the third Gospel 
knew not the Gospels according Matthew and Mark, 
that knew them. does not refer Gospels all, but 
certain diegeses, and expressly distinguishes the 
authors said diegeses from the original eye-witnesses and 
ministers the word, cannot mean the authors the 
first two synoptical Gospels, who belonged the latter cate- 
gory and altogether immaterial whether knew them 
not, because the account gives the sources whence 
drew his information connects him immediately and 
directly with the original eye-witnesses and ministers the 
word. This will appear from what have say. 

The author the third canonical Gospel does specify 
peculiar sources information: 

Direct oral communication from the apostles, who were 
the original eye-witnesses and ministers the word. 
TOD (cf. Acts 21, and John xv. 
27). language could plainer than that here used 
our Evangelist includes himself explicitly among the 
number those whom the original eye-witnesses and 
ministers orally communicated the things most surely believed 
among them and how the face this express declaration 
Strauss can venture upon his inference that the author 
the third canonical Gospel was not the companion 
apostle, can only explain the well-known principle, 
blind those who will not but this almost 
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too charitable construction, for Strauss designedly substi- 
tutes his own oratio obliqua for the language the prologue 
the Gospel, and omits all reference the important 
which have italicized above. 

Many written documents, attempts, essays, more 
less fragmentary, but confessedly emanating from apostolical 
tradition, which felt fully competent make critical 
use, had perfect understanding all things from 
the very Adding these results candid examina- 
tion the prologue the above-mentioned testimony the 
‘most trustworthy early writers, reach the opposite con- 
clusion the leader the destructionist school, viz. that 
while labors hard make appear that the author the 
third canonical Gospel not Luke, the companion Paul, 
hold that the author; that while seeks invali- 
date the testimony unfair twistings and misstatements, 
consider entitled respect, and sure survive his 
assaults and aspersions. 

Before passing the fourth canonical Gospel, the sec- 
tion Strauss’s book entitled Further Evidences for the 
first three requires noticed. Turning 
certain passages the canonical Epistles, which are generally 
believed furnish testimony for the early existence the 
Gospels, Strauss dispatches them without much ceremony 
the most arbitrary manner. The striking coincidence 
Cor. xi. 23-25 with Luke xxii. 19, etc., relating the 
institution the holy supper, explains the arbitrary 
dictum, that the author the third Gospel took his account 
from the Epistle, without condescending notice the 
stance that the date the Gospel most probably coincides 
with that the Epistle, and that, while the former was 
probably written Caesarea, the latter known have 
been indited Ephesus nor does seem perceive that 
that remarkable coincidence, any hypothesis date 
and place composition, strong point favor 
Pauline participation the origin the Gospel. 
important and difficult have right insist 
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upon something more than oracular utterances. admits 
that Heb. contains undoubted reference the agony 
Gethsemane, recorded all the synoptical Gospels, but 
thinks too general determine whether the author that 
Epistle was indebted for his account any canonical Gospel 
the current evangelical tradition. This strong con- 
cession the part Strauss, and the simple circumstance 
that, with all his ingenuity, could not well say less, 
clear proof the weakness his position, for although 
seeks fortify the parenthetical remark that the date 
that epistle not fixed, acknowledged all hands 
that all the synoptical Gospels were probably extant the 
_time its composition, which seems coincide with the 
siege Jerusalem the armies Titus. also admits 
the reference Pet. the transfiguration Christ, 
and the identical words which Matthew records the voice 
from heaven have spoken (cf. Matt. xvii. who has, how- 
ever, the term for Peter’s and Mark ix. Luke 
ix. where the words are wanting), but re- 
jects that passage evidence for the early existence 
the synoptical Gospels, wit, that Matthew, because the 
second Epistle Peter one the latest writings the 
canon, and its testimony, consequently, does not take 
hack further than the end the second century after Christ. 
Here again have bold dictum, contradicted the most 
competent critics, who are agreed that the language, range 
thought, and scope that Epistle, point origin 
which with the closing years the Apostle Peter, 
say A.D. 66-68, and argue strongly for the existence one 
all the synoptical Gospels some thirty years after the death 
Christ. 

unfair and sweeping are Strauss’s assertions con- 
cerning the testimony the apostolical Fathers. begins, 
usual, with doubts cast the genuineness their writ- 
the early origin claimed for them, seeking thus 
prepare the way for his work destruction. Here, again, 
have reason substantiate his doubts and insinuations, 
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but fresh oracular utterances, although reluctantly con- 
cedes that the pretended Epistles Barnabas, Clement 
Rome, Ignatius, and Polycarp, well the so-called Shep- 
herd Hermas, contain part allusions and part ref- 
erences passages and incidents recorded the three 
synoptical Gospels. But the manner which attenuates 
that concession and attempts account for every allusion 
and reference the contents the canonical Gospels, his 
unique assertions and innuendoes, shows the true animus 
the man. says, e.g. the pretended Ignatius writes 
the Romans (cap. vi.), ‘It better for die Christ 
than rule over the the earth, for what man 
profited, gain the whole world, but suffer loss his 
own soul,’ Barnabas includes among other exhortations 
which allude part the Epistle Paul, and part have 
parallel the New Testament, the following: Give 
every one that asketh thee’ (cap. 2), clear that the 
one thought the saying Christ which read Matt. 
xvi. 26, and the other the saying found Luke vi. 
and Matt. 42; but such allusions render difficult 
determine whether they drew their information from our 
Gospels, and indeed from any written source, from oral 
tradition. But even their express references sayings 
Christ not lead any further. Polycarp his Epistle 
the Philippians (cap. vii.) says: Pray the all-seeing God 
that lead you not into temptation, the Lord said, “The 
Spirit indeed willing but the flesh cannot 
mistake the reference Christ’s exhortation Gethsemane 
(Matt. xxvi. 41) and the petition the Lord’s prayer 
(Matt. butit doubtful whether the author had these 
sayings from the same source from which have them. 
The existence scriptural sources must assumed, 
Barnabas (cap. iv). introduces the saying, many are called, 
but few chosen,’ with the words ‘as written,’ the 
author the second Epistle Clement (cap. ii.), after quoting 
passage Isaiah used the Epistle the Galatians, con- 
‘and another scripture says: came not call the 
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righteous, but but the former instance the scrip- 
ture denotes, doubtless, the apocryphal book Ezra, while 
the latter the citation evangelical notice 
scripture connection with book the Old Testament 
indicates very late origin the Epistle; while even here 
cannot know whether the scriptural source employed was 
just one our Gospels (Matt. xx. 16, xxii. 14, ix. 13).” 

hardly neccessary expose the fallacies, quibblings, 
and distortions this extract. They are self-evident any 
candid reader, who will take the trouble perusing the 
context the apostolical will only say that the 
application such criticism any writing extant, the 
work Strauss not must destroy all belief any 
and every thing that cannot reduced the test the 
senses. The value the testimony the apostolical Fathers 
intend state after have done with Strauss’s strict- 
ures, for the above extract only the forerunner his 
artillery. 

The circumstance that the sayings Christ quoted 
the apostolical Fathers sometimes those which 
have the canonical Gospels, and sometimes are not found 
all them, Strauss further proof the worthlessness 
their testimony. take but one illustration. the first 
humility, the following words the Lord Jesus, which 
spoke, teaching equity and long-suffering, for said: 
merciful, that may obtain mercy forgive, that may 
are kind, shall find with what measure 
mete, shall measured you Strauss thinks 
the allusion Matt. vii. unmistakable, but the enlarge- 
ment deviating, that can neither have been taken from 
Matthew nor from Luke, who, the parallel passage (vi. 37, 
enlarges upon the text Matthew, but different 
manner, but that the author the first Epistle Clement 


have drawn from some other Gospel. There 
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would force the stricture Strauss had only such 
involved and complicated citations and allusions those 
which refers; but considering that the writings the 
apostolical Fathers have many distinct and unmistakable quo- 
tations from the canonical Gospels, the inference lies near 
that they were familiar with those Gospels, and the habit 
quoting them quote them; and here and there 
encounter verbal differences, expansions and enlarge- 
ments, are not any more compelled refer them other 
Gospels than the verbal differences, expansions, and en- 
largements which modern authors and preachers constantly 
interweave their productions. Such variations are 
common now, they were then, and they are less excusable 
now, for the circulation the scriptures incomparably 
greater now than was that early period. The fact, 
which even Strauss, with all his finessing, compelled 
admit, that unmistakable references and quotations from 
the canonical Gospels occur, and, shall show, abound, 
the writings the apostolical Fathers, sufficient for our 
purpose, for proves that that early period the Gospels 
were well known and quoted authentic records the 
sayings and doings Christ. And find more them 
than are enabled verify from the have the 
remarkable saying John that there are also many other 
things which Jesus did, the which, they should written 
every one, suppose that even the world itself could not 
contain the books that should (John xxi. 25) 
and must confessed that this declaration the beloved 
disciple, the bosom friend Jesus, least valuable 
the oracular utterances accounts for much 
which declares unaccountable. What mean is, 
not that the words John cover all uncanonical notices 
the sayings and doings Christ, incidents his life, 
but that they undoubtedly cover many for that oral tradition 
influenced the writings the earliest Christian authors can- 
not questioned nor does the presence real apocryphal 
matter the writings the apostolical Fathers affect their 


1866.] THE ORIGIN THE GOSPELS. 379 


testimony for the genuineness our canonical Gospels, for 
the fact that the apocryphal notices were very early 
period identified, and that many them are manifestly the 
corruptions and interpolations later day, sufficient 
weight cause attach the utmost value the inci- 
dental and undesigned testimony for the genuineness the 
canonical Gospels derived from the writings the apostolical 
Fathers. 

Passing Justin Martyr, the genuineness whose 
most important writings admitted even Strauss, and 
who flourished under the reign Antoninus Pius, 
138-161, have another illustration the unfairness and 
one-sidedness characteristic Strauss. That famous Apolo- 
gist refers repeatedly what calls 
the memorabilia the apostles Apol. 
98; Dial. Tryph. pp. 328, 331, 332, 333, 334, which 
calls also Gospels (Apol. 98: yap 
and declared have been written 
the apostles and their companions (cf. Apol. 98, 
and have been read publicly the religious 
the early Christians along with the prophetical 
give these passages full order show that 
not wrong Strauss charging him with unfairness, for 
their face deliberately states that Justin Martyr does not 
say that the sources which referred were any all 
our Gospels. had say explicitly, but 
think says enough when calls the memorabilia the 
Gospels, declares them have been written the apostles 
and their companions, and have been held such great 
esteem that they were read publicly church along with 
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the prophetical writings, especially when appears that 
Justin’s citations from these memorabilia exhibit frequently 
literal agreement with our Gospels. these citations 
will speak more fully below, but the facts the case 
stated are sufficient convict Strauss unfairness, which 
the more apparent from his convenient mode suppress- 
ing the text the aforesaid passages Justin Martyr 
stating foot-note that, they may found any 
introduction the New Testament, need not specify them 
detail. His book expressly written for the benefit 
the German people, contrasted with theologians, and 
course introductions the New Testament, bristling with 
Latin and Greek quotations, are found the libraries 
the common people! suits the convenience Mr. 
Strauss, ready enough quote eatenso, with comment 
and digest, passages which may found those self-same 
introductions, but the nature the above passages accounts 
for their non-appearance his book, which instead gives 
the oracular information that Justin took his term from the 
Memorabilia Xenophon, that the passage Apol. 
198 regarded interpolation, and that the foundation 
for Justin’s ascribing the authorship the Gospel the 
apostles and their companions was the natural supposition 
that memorabilia Jesus could only have been written 
persons who were terms intimacy with him. would 
satisfactory have the foundations Strauss’s opinions, 
receive the ancient and well-authenticated view, that the 
memorabilia Justin designate our canonical Gospels. 

After enlarging length certain incidents and events 
connected with the life Jesus, which are not found our 
canonical Gospels, Strauss concludes that must have con- 
sulted other Gospels and sources information. this 
point agree with him, but when infers that the canon- 
ical Gospels and uncanonical writings were held the 
reputation, and that the origin the former cannot traced 
back the apostles and their companions, and that therefore, 
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implication, they cannot received authentic docu- 
ments, draws conclusions unwarranted the premises. 
There are great many considerations passed over 
Strauss silence which are the utmost importance; e.g. 
those relating early corruptions the text the canonical 
Gospels and the corruptions and interpolations the 
uncanonical writings thorough and searching examination 
these questions, conducted sound and fair principles 
criticism, cannot fail yield the most satisfactory results 
for the genuineness our canonical but need 
not dwell upon this matter now, intend conclude 
this Essay with synopsis the cumulative character the 
evidence for the integrity the canonical Gospels, and there- 
fore pass more detailed account the citations from 
the canonical and uncanonical writings the works Justin 
Martyr. 

Many passages his works exhibit literal agreement 
with our Gospels, e.g. Dial. Tryph. ed. Col. 301, with 
Matt. viii. 11,12; with Matt. 20; Apol. 
with Matt. vii. 19; also cites passages from the Old Tes- 
tament Matthew quotes them, cf. e.g. Apol. pp. 74, 75, 
with Matt. 23; ii. other passages there 
agreement matter, with slight deviations form, ef. 
e.g. Apol. with Matt. vii. 21, where Justin has for 
ov; Dial. with Matt. xvi. where Justin has 
for greater deviations the same kind occur Dial. 
268, cf. with Matt. iii. 11,12, and Apol. with Matt. 
Other passages give the idea condensed form 
ef. Apol. with Matt. 22, where Justin says: 
with Luke xii. 48, which Justin condenses into 
passages, again, have combination several and dif- 
ferent gospel statements, Apol. II. combines Matt. 
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Justin uses more freedom with historical 
notices, some which are combinations from Matthew and 
Luke (cf. Dial. with Matt. 18, etc. and Luke ii. 
also Apol. with Luke 31, 32, 35, Dial. 
815 with Matt. iii. 16, 17), while others are not re- 
corded our canonical Gospels (e.g. Dial. seq. and 
The latter probably flow from oral tradition, pos- 
sibly from apocryphal Gospels, but the whole matter too 
much veiled warrant the expression any positive opinion. 
Justin’s quotations agree for the most part with passages 
Matthew and Luke, sometimes with Mark (cf. Dial. 333 
with Mark iii. 17) and occasionally with John Apol. II. 
with John iii. Dial. 342 with John iv. 10, 
his writings abound moreover with allusions evangelical 
passages. His deviations, combinations, and contractions 
are accounted for from the fact that quoted from memory; 
this evident from his quoting Old Testament authors the 
same manner (cf. e.g. Apol. 86, with Psalm xxiv. 
Dial. 228 with Jer. xxxi. and from the variations 
the same passage quoted different connections (cf. e.g. 
Apol. II. with Dial. Apol. with Dial. 
326; Dial. 308 with 253). Enough, trust, has 
been said and shown justify our remarks the unfairness 
with which Strauss and others deal with the writings 
Justin and other ancient authors. they had written 
scientific treatises the evidences, should exact greater 
accuracy statement, but writing, they did, the most 
diverse subjects, and mostly familiar style, their quota- 
tions from the Gospels have all the freedom which con- 
versation, epistolary compositions, and even sermons, 
are daily occurrence. The incidental quotations, unde- 
signed references, familiar contractions and combinations, are 
prima facie pledges their genuineness. Were they spurious 
they would exhibit greater conformity to, the language and 
context the evangelical record and when find Justin 
silent the names the evangelists, expect that 
had occasion use them, adding that was his habit 
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cite also other sacred authors, without mentioning their 
names (e.g. Apol. quotes Psalm xxiv. 
Dial. 295, Psalm xix. and Isa. xxxv. 315, Joel iii. 
27, 

this point his work that Strauss pauses sum 
his argument against the genuineness the synoptical 
Gospels Even admitting the testimony Papias 
Matthew and Mark authors evangelical writings, whose 
credibility, shall show, leaves room for doubt, yet our 
first Gospel, its present form, neither the work the 
Apostle Matthew, nor the second that Mark, the assistant 
the apostles, and, while the Gospel Matthew 
know not the relation which stood the apostle’s work, 
how much was added it, and through how many recensions 
did pass, Mark’s Gospel not even know whether 
has any connection whatever with the Gospel Mark 
mentioned Papias. the author Luke’s Gospel 
know from his own prologue that wrote rather late, 
secondary writer, who wrought older this 
opinion, shall soon see, not conflict with those 
passages the book Acts which seem hear 
companion Paul. Certain traces that our first three 
Gospels existed their present form not find before 
the middle the second century, that whole century 
after the time when the principal events the history they 
contain took place; and nobody will able maintain 
with reason that that period too short render the in- 
troduction unhistorical elements into every part the 
evangelical history conceivable.” 

Our reply this bold and bald assault has part been 
given above under the respective and has been 
made appear, trust, that the individual positions 
Strauss are untenable, hope show, after have 
followed him his assaults upon the fourth Gospel, that his 
aggregate position false, and that the formidable citadel 
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which vaunts have erected, will prove have been built 
the air, without the foundations truth and uprightness, 
and have doubt that the solid, strong argument 
favor the genuineness the evangelical writings will grow 
stronger and assume more symmetrical proportions every 
result sound criticism, while the phantasm Strauss will 
speedily dissolve into mist. 


(To continued.) 


ARTICLE 


_THE BIBLE DOCTRINE DIVORCE. 


REV. JOSEPH TRACY, BOSTON, MASS. 


preliminary any investigation this subject, 
necessary remark that divorce, putting away,” men- 
tioned anywhere the Bible, was not judicial act per- 
formed court. The husband desiring divorce from his 
wife did not bring her into court, and charge her with some 
offence for which she ought divorced. court 
inquired whether she had committed any offence, so, 
whether her offence was such justify divorce. 
court ever heard and recorded the husband’s decision 
divorce his wife. There was statute authorizing any such 
proceedings. The husband himself, his own discretion, 
indiscretion, acted complainant, witness, judge, jury, and 
clerk the court. made out the writing divorcement, 
gave her her hand, and sent her away, and that was 
all. From this she had appeal, except the day 
judgment. might very wicked proceeding his part, 
but was legally valid. released her from the bonds 
marriage, that she might lawfully and another 
man’s (Deut. xxiv. This implies that another 
man might lawfully take her his wife. 
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This law Moses has the appearance restraint upon 
previous usage. There earlier statute the subject 
record; but, apparently, was the usage for man 
“put his wife his own pleasure, and without cere- 
mony, durst risk quarrel with her relatives. This 
law compelled him wait till could write bill divorce- 
ment, rather, most cases, few could write, till 
could get some learned man write one for him. This 
gave time for consideration, and gave the writer opportu- 
nity interpose his good offices for the reconciliation the 
parties. made the fact divorce matter record, 
and placed the record the hand the person most inter- 
ested its preservation. 

Still, under this law, with all its restrictive force, the hus- 
band had his power much that was wrong, and 
without redress. But, considering the hardness 
Hebrew hearts, was deemed best leave him possession 
that power, responsible only God for his use it. 
Probably, among such people, more stringent law would 
not have been well enforced, and would have been less 
effective restraining the evil, perhaps would have led 
other and greater evils. 

With divorce, this sense the word, impossible. 
The husband cannot dissolve the bond marriage his 
own act. can dissolved only decree court 
competent jurisdiction, for facts specified statute, and 
after proof those facts before the court. Such our idea 
divorce but such were not divorces spoken the 
scriptures. 

follows, that when Christ his apostles spoke di- 
vorce, they had direct reference legislative acts, speci- 
fying what should should not sufficient ground 
trial; petitions for presented. court for 
trial and judgment. These things all their 
thoughts. They had never been the thoughts men any- 


where. gross anachronism understand them 
XXIII. No. 91. 


386 THE BIBLE DOCTRINE DIVORCE. 


speaking divorce, proceedings for divorce, our 
sense these terms. Divorce, the sense which they 
used the word, have utterly abolished. not allow 
put away his wife, even for the one cause which 
specified sufficient. finds that she has been 
guilty, must bring her before the proper court, with the 
proof her guilt, and the sufficiency the proof must 
ascertained and the decree separation pronounced 
disinterested tribunal, and not the injured husband. 

Still, our Saviour’s instructions this subject have appli- 
cation us, imperative they had those who first 
heard them. laid down certain moral principles, which 
are old marriage itself, and which must force 
men and women inhabit the earth; principles which 
man can violate without doing wrong, whatever the law 
the land may put his power; principles, too, which 
legislatures cannot disregard without violation duty. 
Let inquire what they are, and what their just applica- 
tion us. 

Our instructions appear have been given 
different times, and nearly, but not exactly, the same 
words and the several evangelists report the same conversa- 
tion with some diversities phraseology, showing that they 
intended give us, not his exact words and all them, but 
the sense and substance his instructions. such cases, 
the most full, clear, and precise report the conversation 
must govern the interpretation those which are bricfer and 
less precise; and the same rule applies where one report 
gives part the conversation more fully than longer 
report gives that part. Keeping this view, let begin 
with Mark 2-12: And the Pharisees came him, and 
asked him, lawful for man put away his wife? 
tempting him. And answered and said unto them, What 
did Moses command you? And they said, Moses suffered 
write bill divorcement, and put heraway. And Jesus 
answered and said unto them, For the hardness your 
heart wrote you this precept from the beginning 
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creation, God made them male and female. this cause 
shall man leave his father and mother, and cleave his 
wife, they twain shall one flesh. So, then, they are 
more twain, but one flesh. What, therefore, God hath 
joined together, let not man put asunder. And the house 
his disciples asked him again the same matter. And 
saith unto them, Whosoever shall put away his wife and 
marry another, committeth adultery against her. And 
woman shall put away her husband and married 
another, she committeth 

Here are plainly taught that the law divorce, given 
Moses under the guidance inspiration, was not per- 
fect standard righteousness. man might act perfect 
conformity it, and his acts would legal, valid law, 
but yet they might sinful, not being conformity with 
God’s design creating woman. created them, 
that they might joined together one flesh” for life 
and being thus joined, they could not put asunder with- 
out sin, even the putting asunder was done according 
law. account the hardness their hearts the inspired 
legislator left the power Hebrew husbands commit 
that but was power that none but hard-hearted man 
would use; which man could use without offending God. 

And here important lesson for legislators, every where 
and always. may their duty, view the hardness 
the hearts the people for whom they legislate, make 
laws allowing divorces which man ought desire, and 
which man can obtain without sin. And the same prin- 
ciple applies legislation concerning other sins. How far 


the legislature shall absolutely forbid them, and how far 


shall only restrain and limit what cannot wholly prevent, 
discretion the legislator. 

follows that, before any tribunal where duty God 
the standard judgment, conformity the law the land 
not always sufficient defence. man may obtain 
divorce which will valid, and ought recognized 
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valid all; but obtaining may commit sin for 
which God will condemn him day judgment, and 
for which the church, member one, ought 
excommunicate him. 


must carefully observe that our Saviour does not say 


the inspired legislator ought have made more stringent 
law nor does repeal that law; nor does enact any 


law. There not word his instructions any 


such effect. merely tells why the law the land was 
not made more stringent, and informs what the law 
perfect rectitude this subject always was, and always will 
be. condemns those who before his time had availed 
themselves the law Moses put away their wives sin- 
fully really does those who should commit similar 
offence after his time. 

Exactly how the hardness the Hebrew heart rendered 
inexpedient prohibit divorces altogether, our Saviour 
not can, however, imagine several evils 
which might have followed absolute prohibition. man 


dissatisfied with his wife might have not 


without sin, but yet legally,—and thus polygamy might 
have been increased. might treat her with what our 
laws call and thus compel her 
abscond from his house. might turn her out doors 
without ceremony, make room for another wife, choos- 
ing live without one. Such expelled wives would still 


according law, and other men could not take them, 
and safe from the claims their husbands who had driven 


them out. Thus debarred from second marriage, they would 
peculiarly exposed all the hardships and temptations 
attendant enforced celibacy, and would therefore consti- 
tute class dangerous public morals. Some hard-hearted 
wretches might even murder ‘their wives, rather than keep 
them for life. These and perhaps other evils were diminished, 


giving legal effect divorces executed deliberately, with 


due formalities, and securing the divorced wife the right 
marry again. The statute expressly provides that she 
may and another man’s 
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The eleventh verse the passage under consideration, 


also the parallel passage Luke xvi. 18, must understood 


conformity with the report the same conversation 
Matt. xix. where man expressly allowed put away 
his wife for conjugal infidelity (see also Matt. 32). 
must either supplement the reports Mark and Luke, 
bringing certain words reported Matthew, but not 
them; must assume that Mark and Luke conjugal 
infidelity the wife considered equivalent putting 
away her husband, and leaving him liberty marry 
another. The twelfth verse Mark seems favor this last 
interpretation but the language Matthew seems imply 
that such case the husband should put away his 
course, the legal form. But whatever mode recon- 
ciliation may adopt, our Lord certainly taught that, when 
wife violates her conjugal duty and makes herself 
flesh with another man (see Cor. vi. 15, 16), her case 
exception the general rule: her husband may right- 
fully free from her, and take another wife. such 
case rule holds good, that there can divorce 
without sin; but the sin that the wife, and not the 
husband. 
the twelfth verse our Saviour applies the same law 
the wife the husband. forbids her put away 
her husband and married another.” This certainly 
implies that wife might possibly such thing. And 
know, from other proofs, that Hebrew wives our 
Saviour’s time sometimes did it. True, commentators gen- 
erally say that the law Moses gave them such power. 
Bloomfield, for example loco), says that, strictly speak- 
ing, Jewish wife could not divorce her husband for, 
the example Salome and others, actions were done 
defiance all law, and imitation Roman 
ness.” Even this admission that the acts were done 
that Salome and others did their husbands.” Jahn, 
Biblical Antiquities, sect. 160 (Upham’s translation), admits 
that the later periods the Jewish state the Jewish 
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matrons, the more powerful them least, appear have 
imbibed the spirit the ladies Rome, and have ex- 
ercised their own behalf the same power that was granted 
the Mosaic law their quotes Josephus, 
Antiquities, and Mark vi. case 
Herodias, who had her husband Philip, and married 
his brother Herod; for which John the Baptist reproved him. 
quotes also this verse under consideration (Mark 12) 
proof that such things were done. 

And these might have argued very 
plausibly, that, even under the Mosaic law, they had good 
aright divorce their their husbands had 
divorce them. equitable, they might say, that 
should have that power that our husbands should have 
it; and not unusual for Moses state law its ap- 
plication one particular case, which taken 
example all cases where the equity the 
cially, makes laws for men, which are evidently meant 
applied women also. this same chapter which 
contains the law divorce (Deut. xxiv.) enacts (vs. 7), 
that man” found stealing and selling any his 
shall put death. This law certainly 
applies equally woman, stealing and selling her sisters. 
the law concerning pledges (vs. 10-13), only men are 
mentioned, but certainly women also are intended. Deut. 
xix. provides cities refuge for who killeth his 
neighbor accidentally. Certainly, woman, subject the 
same misfortune, had the same privilege; and many 
other cases. Why, then, should not the law which enables 
man put away disagreeable wife, understood 
enabling woman deliver herself from the clutches 
intolerable husband? True, have recorded argument 
tainly acted they had reasoned thus. 

may consider certain, then, that the power 
wives divorce their husbands was sometimes claimed and 
exercised, and that our Saviour referred this con- 
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versation. This point will found important our re- 
maining investigations. 

evident that when our Saviour says that whosoever 
shall put away his wife and marry another, committeth 
adultery against her,” has reference the original and 
unchangeable law marriage, and not the law the 
land given Moses. The divorce, executed due 
form, legally valid, and not punishable any human 
tribunal; but the sight God has sinned, and must 
answer for the day judgment. Nor does say that 
the law the land ought such punish him for 
that sin. does not blame Moses for promulgating lax 
law, nor does say that future legislators ought 
more stringent. 

The report this conversation Matt. xix. varies 
from that Mark, now under consideration, somewhat 
words; but the entire harmony meaning perfectly ob- 
vious, till come the ninth verse, where find two 
points demanding attention. 

The first the exception the general rule, that divorces 
are sinful. Whosoever shall put away his wife, except 
for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adul- 
has been already observed, the exception not 
what our Lord said, and must supplement interpret the 
report Mark accordingly. must understand that for 
this cause man might put away his wife and marry another 
without committing adultery. 

The other the last clause the verse: Whoso mar- 
rieth her which put away, doth commit adultery.” The 
parallel clause Mark reads: And woman shall put 
away her husband and married another, she committeth 
adultery.” these clauses refer the same case and mean 
the same thing 

The Greek word translated that put 
the perfect participle, middle passive, 
which signifies, when spoken wife hus- 


392 THE BIBLE DOCTRINE DIVORCE. 


band, let free; put away, divorce” (see 
Robinson, Lex. the middle voice signifies 
one who has set herself free from her husband, or, the idea 
expressed Mark, using the active voice, one who has put 
away her husband. Taken this sense, the two passages 
agree exactly their meaning; the only difference being that 
one expresses the idea the active voice and the other 
the middle. the passive voice, the word means one who 
has been put away her husband. this sense the mean- 
ing diverse from that Mark, and difficult reconcile 
with other passages scripture. The language Matthew 
equivocal. may have either the two meanings above 
mentioned. That Mark precise, explicit, capable 
only one those meanings. Should not control our 
interpretation the language Matthew 

That may taken the middle voice 
certain. true that the Greek grammars fifty years ago 
and more, gave another form for the perfect but 
that form now regarded, all grammars not obsolete, 
perfect active. Only few verbs than two 
hundred have all; and when found, always used 
the active sense. the other hand, the form which the 
old grammarians treat the perfect passive exclusively, 
often used the best writers the middlesense. Matthiae 
quotes Sophocles, Xenophon, Isocrates, Plato, Thucydides, 
Herodotus, Demosthenes, and Euripides using it. 
quotes Demosthenes using that form and Thucyd- 
ides using the participle the middle sense. 
Here are certainly authorities enough, and good enough, 
settle the question and two them come very close the 
word under consideration (see also Stuart’s New Testament 
Grammar, pp. 74, 83, 92, al.; and the 
fect, formerly called perfect middle,” 90). Our English 
translators seem have felt bound, the unanimous con- 
sent all the Greek grammars their day, consider 
passive, and translated accordingly but 
certainly have abundant grammatical authority for regard- 
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ing the perfect participle the middle voice. There 
are grammatical reasons for preferring it. 

the woman question were the same just mentioned, 
the wife whom her husband had put away, should nat- 
urally expect the article used that she would called 
The omission the article suggests that 
the person spoken different woman, not before men- 
she is, she one who has put away her hus- 
band. And the article omitted wherever the expression 
without the article. 

signifies from, rather than by; especially after verbs loos- 
ing, i.e. and is, however, sometimes put 
after neuter and passive verbs, mark the author and source 
the action; but not where the author conceived 
personally and immediately active this latter idea 
being expressed and (Robinson’s Lex. 
verbo). According this definition, 
designates woman divorced from her husband, divorce 
which was not personally and immediately active 
divorce the husband the wife, such men- 
tioned and forbidden Mark. This proves that 


‘in Luke must taken the middle voice, designating 


woman who has set herself free from her husband. And 
Luke, then doubtless Matthew; and the three evange- 
lists agree perfectly respect our Lord’s meaning. 

Some may think that this giving too much force the 
preposition that here used merely denote 
state separation from husband, without any reference 
the agent whom the separation had been effected. But 
even admit this objection, cannot 
taken the passive sense. The passive has reference 
agent, and this case would point out the husband the 
agent whose direct, personal act, the divorce had been 
effected. that were the meaning, the use would 


inadmissible, and must have been used. The 
XXIII. No. 91. 
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passive sense, then, plainly not intended. follows that 
the word least may taken the middle sense, de- 
noting divorce the wife. 

And claim the very highest possible authority for this 
interpretation, that the Apostle Paul Cor. vii. 10, 11: 
And unto the married command, yet not but the Lord, 
Let not the wife depart from her husband; but and she 
depart, let her remain unmarried, reconciled her 
husband and let not the husband put away his The 
expression but the doubtless refers what 
the Lord said these instructions, reported the three 
evangelists. these Gospels had then been written, 
then Paul gives fourth report what our Lord said. 
first forbids the wife from her husband.” The 
departing which forbids, one which renders her un- 
married husbandless.) is, therefore, divorce. 
she has already placed herself this situation, requires 
her “remain” so, “or reconciled her husband.” 
forbids her marry another man, she might feel 
liberty do, but for this prohibition. remarkable that 
the Greek words here rendered are 
and the passive form, but the middle sense, 
though there middle form for the aorists. That they 
have the middle sense certain, because they describe the 
act the wife, taking herself away from her husband. 

the end this tenth verse read: And let not the 
husband put away his The word for divorce 
changed, because the husband, being the posesssor the 
house, would naturally effect local separation from his 
wife, sending her out whereas the wife, not 
having control the house, could locally separate only 
departing The difference, however, only 
circumstantial. 

the next verses (12, 13) the apostle applies the same 
term divorces the husband and the wife. Our 
version reads: brother hath wife that believeth not, 
and she pleased dwell with him, let him not put her 
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away And the woman which hath 
husband that believeth not, and pleased dwell 
with her, let her not leave him Our 


vary the phrase, saying, “leave him” the 


thirteenth verse, instead put him the twelfth. 
But the Greek word the same both verses, and means 
send away. the same that used the eleventh 
verse the husband divorcing his wife. Its application 
the wife fixes the meaning the 
preceding verses. 

the fourteenth verse gives the reason why difference 
religion should not ground divorce; and then 
adds: the unbelieving depart let him 
depart brother sister not under bond- 
age such cases.” 

Evidently, the same Greek verb, (to 
first applied the act the wife the tenth verse, here 
applied the act the husband and the wife indifferently, 
and means, implies, divorce. have before seen that 
(to put away) applied both. party has 
the power, though not, the cases here under consideration, 
the moral right, divorce the and when this done, 
though sinfully done, the unoffending party liberty. 
brother sister not under bondage such cases,” 
but may take cognizance the act legally valid; 
releasing him her from all conjugal obligations the 
and may therefore marry another person with 
clear conscience. 

And this harmonizes perfectly with the original law con- 
cerning divorced persons, laid down Moses (Deut. xxiv. 
2): And when she departed out his house, she may 
and another man’s wife.” would absurd 
understand these words meaning, “She may and 
commit adultery.” means that she may become another 
man’s wife without crime. equally absurd suppose, 
that though she would without crime her second mar- 
riage, yet her second husband would commit adultery 
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taking her. are aware that the law Moses, several 
instances, assumes that, among such people, 
certain morally wrong things will certainly done, pre- 
scribes the limits within which the doing them shall 
restrained, and the mode and forms doing them, they 
are done all, and defines the rights and duties third 
parties, resulting from such acts. This very law, regulating 
divorce the pleasure the husband, instance. 
respect polygamy, concubinage, and slavery. But 
such case does the language used give such express 
permission and the act, here given the 
divorced woman and another man’s wife.” The 
meaning is, that she may rightfully, and another 
man” may rightfully take her for his wife. the words 
Paul, sister not under bondage such cases.” 
She has been made (husbandless), not her own 
act, but the act another, which she could not prevent, 
and free, legally and morally, marry again. And 
Matthew and Luke, must not taken 
the passive voice, meaning one who has been divorced 
her husband, but the middle voice, meaning one who 
has departed from,” put away,” divorced her husband. 
such cases she the offending party, and can gain 
rightful privileges her own wrong act. 

But could the offending party, who divorced the other 
wrongfully, marry again? this point Moses silent. 
far appears, could contract second marriage, 
which would legally valid, and give his second wife 
all the rights wife. But our Saviour teaches that 
doing would morally guilty; would commit adul- 
tery his former wife, and must answer for the 
bar God. Thus, all the teachings scripture 
subject are found perfectly harmonious. The principal 
points are: 

The original law marriage, making the union 
man and woman for life. This the rule perfect 
righteousness this subject, unchangeable its nature, 
and incapable being violated without 


af 
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Conjugal infidelity the wife violates this law that 
the husband may rightfully effect divorce from her, and 
marry another but the mode effecting the divorce should 
prescribed the law the land, and should strictly 
observed. That conjugal infidelity the husband gives the 
wife the same right nowhere expressly asserted. Yet the 
general sense Christendom is, that the equity the case 
implies it. 

The law the land should provide rules regulating 
divorce and forming such rules the legislature should 
consider the character the people, and the hardness 
their hearts such render expedient, may give legal 
validity divorces which ought not, strict righteousness, 
desired. 

such cases the party unrighteously divorced 
liberty, morally well legally, marry again but the 
party who caused the divorce cannot marry 
again without sin. 

follows that, the bar God, the bar conscience, 
the bar the church, conformity the law the land 
sufficient defence for effecting divorce, even the 
law the land exactly what ought be. either 
those tribunals man must judged, not statute 
devised diminish far practicable the amount evil 
done hard-hearted people, but the perfect law 
righteousness. 

Exactly what the law the land ought prescribe 
this matter the scriptures nowhere inform us; doubtless, 
because the statutes ought not the same everywhere, 
but should such each country will, practice, bring 
the people nearest the original law marriage. What 
that law was for the Israelites know. Our legislators 
have judged, and doubt not correctly, that with 
should much more stringent. They have enacted, that 
the husband shall not put away his wife, the wife her 
husband, for any cause whatever that divorce shall take 
place, except for very few causes, which are specified 
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law and that where any these causes exist, the divorce 
shall effected only decree the proper court, after 
the facts have been ascertained judicial 
is, even cases conjugal unfaithfulness. Cases 
and away,” such Paul mentions, 
our laws call wilful desertion,” and treat them 
Paul permits the deserted party consider himself herself 
divorced, and marry again. Our laws consider such 
desertion valid cause divorce, but not allow the 
divorce take place and the deserted party marry again, 
till the fact desertion, and not mere casual temporary 
absence, has been established court, and decree issued 
accordingly. Our laws also allow wife obtain divorce 
she cannot with safety remain the house, equivalent 
driving her out the house, that is, putting her away 
and that case, the husband cannot, would, give 
her valid writing divorcement, proper that the 
court should it; but not till the facts have been investi- 
gated, and the severity found such that the wife 
ought not endure it. 

Our laws, perhaps, are not the very best that could 
framed for people our average hardness heart; and 
not, would well amend them, can find legis- 
lators wise enough. But those who, theological grounds, 
agitate for such change shall render divorce impossible 
except for adultery, are certainly wrong principle. They 
overlook the distinction between what man must 
order blameless before God, and what the state; for the 
good society, ought require pain punishment. 
this, they differ radically from Moses, and from God, under 
whose inspiration legislated. 

The scriptures teach, have that the party who 
has been actually put away the other not bond- 
age,” but may rightfully marry again. The strictest rule 
that can required human legislatures, therefore, 
allow decree divorce the application either party, 


7 
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except for some act, series acts, equivalent, except 
legal validity, such putting away the other. say, 
except legal validity, because man under our laws 
can give his wife writing divorcement which shall make 
lawful for her and another man’s wife”; but 


may everything except this, which the Bible calls 


putting her away; and when does it, seems proper, 
cannot give her the document which she needs for her 
protection, that the court should give it. divorce the 
request both parties, for cause which both parties 
have conspired procuring, for any act done one 
party with the assent connivance the other, course 
law will permit. 

The law divorce where man has plurality wives 
practical importance this country, where such 
cases can never occur. Under our laws, man who, having 
one wife already, goes through the form marrying another, 
does not thereby gain second wife, but only commits 
crime for which punished. The victim his 
crime needs divorce, for she has never been married 
him. But some countries where have missions, cases 
are liable arise, and occasionally arise, which the 
question great practical importance, and its considera- 
tion cannot avoided. 

There are those who attempt avoid this question, 
denying that any man ever had, can have, more than one 
wife time. man has two women whom calls 
wives, the second, they say, not his wife, because she was 
taken violation the original law marriage, which 
requires the union one man one woman, and one 
only. They might well argue that other sin can 
committed. Certainly, polygamy was always sin against 
God, more less heinous, according the knowledge that 
had his duty. But under the laws many nations, 
and Israel among the rest, the commission that sin was 
possible, and was sometimes committed, even good men. 
Moses treated this subject did that divorce, and 
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doubtless for the same reason hardness their hearts. 
gave direct permission take plurality wives, 
nor did expressly forbid it. gave them the origin 
the practice, the wicked family Cain, before the flood 
showed them what troubles their father Jacob suffered 
‘from it; and enacted that if, after all, any man would 
have*two wives, should treat them both, and their chil- 
dren, according certain equitable rules which laid 
down. But if, after this, man took two wives, the second 
marriage was valid, legally, the first. The second wife 
had valid right the first all the privileges wife, 
and conjugal infidelity her was adultery really 
the first. 

some contend, opposition the plain meaning the 
words Moses, that speaks only successive, and 
contemporaneous, wives, will quote inspired com- 
Samuel: had two wives; the name the one was 
Hannah, and the name the other Peninnah.” verses 
learn that both were alive the same time, and 
that Peninnah Hannah for her barrenness, 
make her and that this happened year year.” 
Notice carefully, the declaration the inspired penman, that 
had two wives,” both living with him his wives 
the same time. Sam. xxv. 39-42 learn that after 
the death Nabal, David sent servants Abigail, his widow, 
with request that she would become his wife, and that 
went after the messengers David, and became his wife.” 
the next verse read: David also took Ahinoam 
and they were also both them his wives.” 
not all the purpose say here, that David did wrong, 

sinned against the original law marriage, taking Ahi- 
noam. Doubtless did. Still, the inspired record informs 
that did it, and when had done it, they were 
| 


“both them his wives.’ 
certain, therefore, that taking plurality 
wives was always sin against God, yet under the law 
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Moses could done, and sometimes was done. Doubtless, 
polygamists were always greatly the for after 
furnishing each man with one wife, there would but few 
women left become second wives. Still such cases occurred.. 
They continued till our Saviour’s time, and later, learn 
from Josephus and there was true doctrine eoncerning 
them, long the law under which they were possible 
continued administered. 

Literally taken, our Saviour’s words forbid the putting 
away the second wife, except for unfaithfulness, much 
Ahinoam much Abigail. were both them 
his wives,” and had equal right conjugal privileges, while 
faithful their conjugal obligations. Not word can 
found any our Saviour’s discourses making any dis- 
tinction between them. 

Will any one attempt evade this conclusion saying 
such cases were rare, and had reference them? The 
attempt will vain. had reference such cases, 
then did not authorize divorce such cases, and his gen- 
eral prohibition divorces faithful wives must remain 
stands, applicable the second wife the first. 
quoting the original law marriage, shows that the man 
has committed sin taking second wife but concerning 
his duties resulting from that sin gives instructions, 
unless they are found his general prohibition divorce. 
leaves the offender much the condition man who 
has begotten illegitimate son. begetting such son 
sinned, and involved himself inconvenient relation, 
from the disadvantages which cannot, and ought not, 
extricate himself. must suffer the consequences his 
error, till relieved them own death, the death 
the other party the relation. for withdrawing con- 
jugal privileges from her, cannot without subjecting 
her discomforts and temptations from which she has 
right preserved, and from which has pledged him- 


self preserve her has his own she 


402 THE BIBLE DOCTRINE DIVORCE. 


has trusted his oath, and committed her all his care, 
and may not change.” 

This view such man’s duty confirmed Paul’s 
instructions Timothy and Titus, that man having more 
than one wife should not hold office the church Tim. 
iii. 2): bishop must the husband one wife” 
avdpa). Twelfth verse, deacons,” plural, must 
This rule plainly implies that among those 
from whom bishops and deacons were selected, that 
is, among members the churches, there might some 
having more than one wife. Such men might found, 
not among the Greeks, yet certainly among the Jews living 
among the Greeks according their own laws, they were 
allowed do. Such men, hearing the gospel, might 
converted, and giving evidence faith and repentance, 
would received members the churches. Some 
them might well qualified other respects for the office 
bishop deacon, but they must not elevated those 
offices. There are obvious reasons for this restriction. 
church teaching that the taking two wives sin 
punished excommunication, and yet having pastor with 
two wives, would exhibit very plausible appearance in- 
consistency, which its enemies would not fail take 
advantage. Such pastor would not good report 
them which are without.” His family would not 
good model for other families, the church out it. 


The case may illustrated one already 


that man who has illegitimate son. may have 
repented his sin may, his present character and. 
worthy member the church but cannot 
pastor without extreme embarrassment himself, and 
the church over which presides. young 
will find ‘it out,” and will make remarks destructive his 
influence and that the church. And would have 
been with pastor deacon having two wives. 


- 
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seems, therefore, that man who the days his 
unregenerate darkness had taken two wives, and afterwards, 
evidence faith and repentance, had been received 
member the church, was expected continue the 
husband both. His second marriage was not reckoned 
nullity, nor could relieve himself from his bad predica- 
ment divorcing one his wives; but besides the other 
disadvantages his condition, was disqualified for office 
the church. the eyes all heathen average can- 
dor this rule would vindicate the church from the charge 
inconsistency. 

Attempts have been made give this rule some different 
meaning; but vain. The Greek church interprets 
mean, that bishop, deacon, whose wife dies, may not take 
another. But this would aside from the purpose for 
the rule was given. Paul left Titus Crete, that should 
elders every city” (Tit. 5), and this rule was 
The similar directions given Timothy were evidently given 
for the same purpose (see especially, Tim. iii. 15). The 
rule, therefore, must refer the candidate was the 
time his selection. must be, that time, the hus- 
band one wife,” rejected. say that must 
rejected because after the death his present wife would 
marry another, would absurd; for the facts, the death 
his present wife and his subsequent marriage, could not 
foreknown. 

Bloomfield suggests that the rule may intended ex- 


any man who, having lost his first wife, had married 


who has never had but one wife. quotes, confirmation, 
But this passage, instead confirming 
his interpretation, disproves it. Paul had meant what 
Bloomfield supposes, would have used the perfect parti- 
ciple, having been.” would have written, 
Instead this uses the present tense 
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the man the time selection for office, and 
not had been some time previous his conversion. 

many heathen lands there such thing 
riage. man buys captures many females can 
and chooses, cohabits with such them pleases, and 
sells them gives them away when pleases. The scrip- 
ture law marriage and divorce has reference such 
cases, except condemn them. such heathen becomes 
Christian and wishes have wife, must marry one, 
and one only, and must faithful her while they both 
live. other lands there are laws which authorize and 
regulate polygamy. such countries man may take 
two, three, even four wives, Turkey, and may 
believe the time that doing and his wives 
may believe that the transaction right one, and may 
rely accordingly. The relation may entered into 
according well-known laws, and good faith, all the 
parties. such cases, the Bible teaches that neither party 
has moral right dissolve the relation while the other 
remains faithful its duties. 

most countries where polygamy allowed concubin- 
age also prevails, and cases are liable arise which 
not easy decide whether the relation between certain 
man and certain woman that marriage concubin- 
age, even something still more lawless. vast major- 
ity cases, however, these loose connections may dis- 
solved without any violation plighted faith, and ought 
dissolved and cases any real difficulty more can 
required than thoroughly honest inquiry after duty, 
and honest performance what duty require. 

any one objects our views, that they are too indulgent 
the man who has taken two wives, allowing him 
ilege keeping both after his conversion, have but one 
reply. really, his heart, objection 
valid, must that he, his heart, regards permanent 
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connection with two wives privilege, rather than pun- 
ishment, and would have two wives himself, thought 
nation argue. 

these inquiries, have been careful base nothing 
the authority commentators. may perhaps, how- 
ever, afford relief some minds quoting few words 
from Scott, whose evangelical piety and orthodoxy have never 
been questioned. Cor. vii. 15, says: apostle 
further observed, that the unconverted wife husband 
chose depart, and disannul the marriage, according 
the laws the community, the believer was not required 
more the same effect. Tim. iii. 
husband one says: Christ and the apos-- 
tles expressly condemned polygamy, well divorces ex- 
cept for yet there was direct command for man 
who had taken more wives than one put the others away 
when embraced the gospel and such requisition might 
have produced many bad consequences domestic life, and 
increased the opposition the civil powers the preaching 
Christianity. But the rule, that man, however quali- 
fied other respects, should admitted into the pastoral 
office, who had more than one wife, who had put away 
one take another, tended show the impropriety polyg- 
amy and divorces frivolous pretences, and their inconsist- 
ency with the Christian dispensation, and concurred with 
other things bring into total disuse the Christian 
church yet without violence and confusion.” 

the rule here laid down -by the apostle excluded every 
man who had, before his conversion, put away one [wife] 
take another,” must the ground that such 
putting away, being sinful, was nullity, and the woman 
thus put away, was still his wife, that when 
one only. Whether this construction allowable, leave 
the reader’s judgment, without expressing opinion. 
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other respects, the views Scott these passages the 
apostle are evidently the same, for substance, set forth this 


Article. course, did not believe these views 


conflict with the teachings Christ, recorded the 
evangelists. 


ARTICLE III. 


CHRISTIANITY AND ISLAMISM. 


History fully details the relation which Christianity 
sustained Judaism, whether correspondence 
antagonism. The relation Christianity ancient forms 
Heathenism also has been elaborately sketched 
Christian historians, that systems heathen philosophy and 
belief, the nature Paganism, and the state the ancient 
pagan world, have never been more vividly and faithfully 
portrayed than those portions church history which 
describe the aggressive movements Christianity. This 
true also reference the latest onward movement 
Christianity, which even now making, and that too 
broader plane than ever heretofore. Christian enterprise, 
the form missionary effort, encounters the same forms 
Judaism, which has been growing more dry and dead now 
for almost two thousand years, and meets with multifarious 
forms heathen superstition and pagan cultus, and de- 
tailed accounts these systems, and the triumphs 
Christianity over them, are added every year the accum- 
ulating records the militant, and to-be victorious, church 
Christ. 

But the relation which Christianity has held Islamism 
occupies but little space the annals the church. Yet 
since the early conquests the religion the cross were 
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achieved, religious system has arisen and spread over terri- 
tory once conquered Christianity, till its devotees are few 
less than the entire number the professed adherents the 
faith Christ. 

true that ready general explanation may given 
this seemingly strange silence, the statement that the rela- 
tion Islamism Christianity, far has not been one 
absolute exclusiveness, has been worldly 
ical, not spiritual and that its record should 
therefore sought the annals the later Roman empire 
and European and Oriental states, rather than those 
the Christian church. 

But spiritual forces underlie all the great movements 
human society and hoped that perusal the follow- 
ing pages may assist showing, both that Islamism held, 
the outset, more positive attitude towards Christianity, and 
was more indebted Christian doctrine and the Christian 
scriptures than acknowledged Mohammedans, gener- 
ally supposed among ourselves, and also that the claims 
the Mussulman particularly the Turkish and Arabic Mus- 
sulman portion the which Christ has assigned 
the labors his disciples are more actual and urgent, 
and the present aspects the field more encouraging than 
generally recognized, even those who are interested the 
aggressive missionary work the church. proposed 
give 

Some account the relation Islamism Christianity 
its origin. 

II. glance the development Islamism reli- 
gion. 

speak the present relations Islamism Tur- 
key Christianity. 

the historical part the subject, the principal authority, 
the reader will perceive the references, Muir’s Life 
Mahomet, standard work this subject, recently pub- 
lished London. 


ify 
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TIANITY ORIGIN. 


early Acquaintances with Christians his 
Journey Syria. 

Mohammed, while still youth, was accustomed meet 
both Jews and Christians the great fair held yearly Ocatz, 
three days from Mecca; and, notwithstanding the mutual 
enmity existing between Jews and Christians, perceived 
that their sacred books were, the larger part, one revela- 
tion; that both denounced the idolatry his nation, and 
professed worship one only God; and, what would 
more impressive still, that both repeated with profound 
veneration, common name, the name Abraham, whom 
the Arabs claimed the founder their temple 
Mecca. thought possible, although certain evidence 
supports the supposition, that Mohammed may have this 
way conceived the idea early his twentieth year, 
establishing new religion which the common elements 
the Christian and the Jewish faith should some way 
united the old worship the Meccan 

the age twenty-five years Mohammed visited Syria; 
but the Christianity that age, with which there came 
contact, was much perverted, both doctrine and 
life, from the purity the gospel. Lamentable indeed 
that the ecclesiastics and monks Syria showed the 
earnest inquirer small portion the fair form Chris- 
tianity, and that little how altered and distorted! Instead 
the simple majesty the gospel, the sacred dogma the 
Trinity was forced upon the traveller with the misguided 
and offensive zeal Eutychian and Jacobite partizanship 
and the worship Mary was exhibited gross form 
leave the impression upon the mind Mohammed 
that she was held god, not the third person, and 
the consort the Deity. was such blasphemous 
extravagances that Mohammed was repelled 


See Muir’s Life Mahomet, Vol. pp. 
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true doctrine Jesus the Son God,’ and led regard 
him only son Mary,’ the sole title which 

Zeid slave, and afterwards adopted son Moham- 
med), both whose parents were Christians, though severed 
from his home too early age for any extensive 
thorough knowledge its doctrines, yet probably carried 
with him some impression the teaching and some frag- 
ments the facts legends Christianity. Among the 
relatives too Khadija, Mohammed’s first wife, there were 
persons who professed knowledge Christianity, and fol- 
lowed, perhaps, something its Two cousins are 
particularly mentioned converts 


Knowledge our entire Scriptures derived 
mainly through Jewish Sources. 


seems probable, however, that Mohammed’s knowledge 
our scriptures the New Testament well the 
Old was chiefly derived from Jews, with whom had far 
more intercourse, especially Medina, than ever had 
with Christians. Some things the Koran, and still more 
current Mohammedan tradition, are adapted make the 
impression that Mohammed had seen one more the 
apocryphal Gospels, and perhaps had come contact with 
followers the Gnostic heresy some one its forms 
but, will seen below, the small space occupied the 
Koran account events New Testament history, 
compared with the numerous and reiterated references. 
matters Old Testament history, are sufficient evidence 
that, aside from some stories and legends Christian origin, 
with which Mohammed became acquainted through Chris- 
tians, his information concerning our entire scriptures was 
obtained from Jewish sources; Jewish legends and traditions 
being strangely mingled the Koran with narrative which 
closely corresponds with the narrative the Old Testament. 

Life Mahomet, Vol. II. pp. 19, 20. 


Life Mahomet, Vol. II. 50. 
XXIII. No. 91. 


== 
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did not assert his divine mission with boldness 
and without hesitation till his forty-third year, although 
had composed many the shorter and better suras 
chapters the Koran (the arrangement which not 
all chronological order) previous that time. 
those suras composed between his forty-fifth and fiftieth years 
that most frequent reference made the scriptures the 
Old Testament, much that these suras are often little 
less than compilation from Old Testament history, diluted 
and perverted unfounded traditions; and the three 


following years, i.e. during the three years immediately pre- 


ceeding the Hejira, the suras which mainly contain the ref- 
erences New Testament history were composed. 

these suras the Bible constantly mentioned rev- 
elation from God Moses and Jesus, and the object 
the Koran declared attest and reiterate this for- 
mer revelation, and especially for the conversion the 
Arabs the faith Abraham.” The object this 
was manifestly conciliate and gain over the Jews his 
interest. 

The following illustrations will show how matters narrated 
our own scriptures are treated the Koran. 


References Old Testament History the Koran. 


The creation Adam, and the conduct Satan ref- 
erence thereto, thus narrated Sura ii: 


And verily created you, then fashioned you, then said unto the 
angels, Fall down and worship Adam,’ and they worshipped, all excepting 
Eblis [Satan], who was not one the worshippers. said, What 
hindereth thee that thou worshippest not when command thee?’ 
answered, ‘Iam better than he; thou createdst fire, and thou 
createdst him clay.’ thee down from shall 
not given thee behave arrogantly therein: get thee hence; verily, 
thou shalt amongst the despicable.’ said, Respite unto the 
day when (all) shall said, Verily thou art the number 
said, Now, for that thou hast caused fall, will lie 
wait for them the straight path; then will fall upon them from 
before and from behind, and from their right hand and from their left, 
and thou shalt not find the most part them thankful.’ said, Depart 
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from hence, despised and driven off; for those them that shall follow 
thee, verily will fill hell with you ‘And thou, Adam, dwell 
thou and thy wife Paradise, and eat from whatever quarter you will, 
but approach not this tree, lest become the number the transgres- 
And the devil tempted them both, that might discover that 
which was hidden from them their nakedness. And said, Your Lord 
hath only forbidden you this tree, lest you should become angels become 
immortal. And swore unto them, ‘Verily unto you one that 
counselleth And misled them ambitious desire and when 
they had the tree, their nakedness appeared unto and they 
began sew together upon themselves the leaves Paradise. And 
their Lord called unto them, did not forbid you this tree, and 
say unto you that Satan was your manifest enemy? They said, our 
Lord, have injured our own souls, and thou forgivest not, and 
art not merciful unto us, shall numbered amongst the damned.’ 
said, ‘Get you down, the one you enemy the other; and there 
shall unto you the earth habitation and provision for season.’ 
said, Therein shall live, and therein shall die, and from thence 
shall taken forth.’” 

will suffice, without quoting further length, simply 
allude the stories Abraham, who broke the idols 
his people, and miraculously escaped the fire into which the 
tyrant cast him” (Sura xxii. 52, 53), and again his hand 
being stayed from the sacrifice his son, who was ransomed 
whose beauty the Egyptian women cut their hands with 
knives (Sura Jacob, who, when the garment 
Joseph was cast over him the messengers from Egypt, 
recovered his long lost sight (Sura xii. 93-96) mount 
Sinai, held above the heads the terrified Israelites, force 
their acceptance the law the seventy who, when struck 
dead upon the same mount, were quickened life again 
(Suras ii. 55, 63, 93; iv. 153; vii. 172); David, whom 
the mountains joined singing the praises God Sol- 
omon, whose gigantic works the genii and devils were 
forced labor his bidding the genii who brought the 
throne the Queen Sheba Solomon the twinkling 
eye, and the lapwing that flew her with the royal 
summons (Suras xxvii. 16-45 xxxiv. 10-14; xxxviii. 18- 
the Jews who broke the Sabbath and were changed 
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into apes (Sura vii. Ezekiel, who quickened great 
the dead (Sura ii. 244; Ezek. xxxvii. 1-10) 
Ezra, who, with his ass, was raised life, after they 
had been dead one hundred years” (Sura ii. 260), ete. 

Some favorite passages the sacred record are the sub- 
ject special amplification and frequent repetition. Such 
are the history Moses, the catastrophe the flood, and the 
overthrow Sodom, through which the Arabian prophet, 
ever recurring them with wearisome reiteration, seeks 
deal forth exhortation and warning the Meccans.” 


References New Testament History the Koran are 
less numerous and less detail. 


Christians and Christianity are however frequently men- 
tioned, and accounts the birth John and Jesus are 
given sura which called, after Jesus’ mother, Mary.’ 
The account concerning John, and the antecedent prophecy 
made Zacharias, are given essential agreement, for the 
most part, with the account the first chapter Luke; 
and the supernatural conception Jesus acknowledged, 
but the circumstances his birth are detailed manner 
totally different from that the gospel history. From 
this passage seems desirable quote the following, from 
the account Suras iii. xix. 1-33: 

“Verily the analogy Jesus is, with God, like unto the analogy 
Adam: created him out the dust; then said unto him, Be; and 


was. This the truth from the Lord, wherefore not thou among 
the doubters.” 


Jesus said have spoken thus his cradle: 


prophet; and made blessed wheresoever may be; and hath 
commanded (to observe) prayer and almsgiving while remain alive 
and made dutiful mother, and not overbearing nor wretched. 


Life Mahomet, Vol. II. pp. 185-188. 

Mohammedans that the true gospel was sent down Jesus from 
heaven miraculously. They therefore reject alike our account the origin 
the gospel, false, and the gospel, receive it, spurious. 


\ 
ia 


1866.] CHRISTIANITY AND ISLAMISM. 413 


Peace the day was born, and the day shall die, and the day 
shall raised alive. This Jesus, the word truth, concerning whom 
they are doubt. not for God take unto him son; glory 
him! When hath decreed matter only saith unto it, “Be; and 
shall be.”? 


Concerning the teachings and miracles Jesus, take 
the following from Sura 118 seq. 


“Then God shall say, Jesus, son Mary, call mind grace 
upon thee, and upon thy mother, when strengthened thee with the Holy 
Spirit, that thou shouldst speak with men, the cradle and mature 
life; and when taught thee the scriptures and wisdom, and the law and 
the gospel; and when thou formedst clay like unto the figure 
bird, permission and thou blewest thereupon, and became 
bird, permission and thou didst heal the blind and the leper, 
permission and when thou didst raise the dead, 
And when God shall say, Jesus, son Mary, didst thou speak unto 
mankind, saying: Take and mother for two gods, besides the 
shall say, Glory thee! not for say that which know 
not the truth. said that, verily thou wouldst have known 
spake not unto them aught but what thou commandedst me, 
saying: Worship God, Lord and your 


The teaching the Koran, and the steadfast belief all 
Mussulmans, that Jesus was not crucified, but that 


was simulated (in the person another),” see Sura iv. 
155-158.8 


Christians warned against Extravagances Religion. 


view the divine honor and reverence paid Jesus 
Christians, they are addressed thus Sura iv. 169-170. 


“Ye people the book, commit not extravagances your religion; 
and speak not God aught but the truth. For verily the Messiah, Jesus, 
son Mary, apostle from God, and his word, which placed Mary, 
and spirit from him. Wherefore believe God, and the apostles, and 
say not, There are three. Refrain; will well for you. Verily the Lord 
one God; Glory him! Far from him that there should 


Life Mahomet, Vol. pp. 282, 302. 
Life Mahomet, Vol. pp. 284, 285. 
Life Mahomet, Vol. II. 286. 
Life Mahomet, Vol. II. 288. 
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The Koran first regarded concurrent with, and 
auxiliary to, the Scriptures. 


The following extracts from the fifth sura show that the 
Koran was first regarded concurrent with and auxiliary 
the Jewish and Christian scriptures, and but gradually 
acquired superior and superseding character, the latest 
revelation God’s will.” Jews and Christians were, 
first, not only permitted, but urged, adhere and follow 
their own sacred books. 

Verily have sent down the Old Testament, wherein are direction 
and light..... And whosoever doth not judge that which God hath 
revealed, verily they are the And caused Jesus, the 
son Mary, follow their footsteps, attesting the scripture which pre- 
ceded him. And gave him the gospel, wherein guidance and light. 
And whosoever doth not judge according that which God hath 
revealed, they are the wicked ones..... every one have 
law and Wherefore, press forward good works. Unto God 
shall all return, and will tell you that concerning which disa- 


91 


gree. 


Subsequently, when became evident that the only in- 
strument conversion effective with Jews and Christians 
was the sword, which Mohammed unhesitatingly and un- 
scrupulously employed, and when Islamism became really 
formidable power, the authority Mohammed the 
Koran was boldly claimed superior that all pre- 
ceding prophets and revelations. The equality authority 
which was first postulated Mohammed between his 
own and antecedent revelations, and the respect for former 
revelations and for their adherents which first incul- 
cated, tacitly and practically became nullity before the 
haughty pride power, which grew the conquests 
Islamism increased. 

But never did Mohammed openly and formally declare 
that former revelations were cancelled and 
the testimony borne our scriptures the divine and 
eternal which, this day, every intelligent Mussul- 
man, however illiberal towards Christianity, dares not refuse 


Life Mahomet, Vol. pp. 293, 294. 
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acknowledge, amounts, logically, full concession 
both their authority and their genuineness divine 
revelation. 

The reason, probably, why that which contained the 
Koran, derived from, and intended corroborative of, 
the Jewish and Christian scriptures, was all compiled dur- 
ing the space some eight years, is, that previously his 
forty-fifth year Mohammed had little acquaintance with the 
sources from which his information was derived, and, doubt- 
less, had not distinctly and consciously formed for himself 
the design gaining over Jews and Christians, well 
heathen Arabs, his new faith. And his later years his 
maturing system moved away from all sympathy with the 
purity Christian doctrine. 

should not omitted notice that favorite and oft- 
repeated claim Mohammed himself, and his followers 
till the present day, that was foretold our scriptures, 
both the Old and New Testaments. Prophecies the Old 
Testament which refer Christ, and those the New Tes- 
tament which refer the Holy Spirit, were, with the help 
obsequious and unscrupulous Jewish converts Islamism, 
interpreted referring Mohammed. 


The Foundation Truth Islamism borrowed from Jews 
and Christians. 


concluding our account the relation Islamism 
Christianity, its origin, needful only state, without 
enlarging upon the manifest and acknowledged fact, that 
our scriptures that Islamism indebted for that great 
foundation truth, which owes all the vitality has 
ever possessed religious system, viz. the existence one 
absolute, personal 


Although this common Judaism and Christianity, yet the 
apprehension Mohammedans regarded derived, not from Christianity, 
from Judaism,— from Judaism opposition for, ac- 
customed the Mohammedans have been associate ideas Christian worship 
with idolatrous reverence pictures Mary and the saints, and totally misap- 
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Inception the new Religion the Mind Mohammed. 


has been much vexed question whether Mohammed 
was from the beginning intentional deceiver. The 
position, however, which appears most defensible is, that the 
Arabian prophet, who was early life irreproachable 
moral character, and meditative and religious turn, was, 
before ventured declare himself prophet from God, 
much agitated inquiries and doubts, which arose his 
own mind, concerning the true faith. The debasement 
his people, his own uncertainty the true religion, the 
dim and imperfect shadows Judaism and Christianity, 
exciting doubts without satisfying them, 
upon his soul; and frequently retired seek relief 
meditation amongst the solitary valleys and rocks and caves 
near His longing for light and guidance, his 
reverence and his high aspirations are expressed snatches 
true poetry, preserved the Koran, with which the heavy, 
prolix, and even grovelling, effusions his later years form 
melancholy contrast. One short passage, originating 
this time, which has been inserted the first sura the 
Koran, and which is, believe, the best thing the book, 
might, with impropriety, adopted the devoutest 


Praise God, the Lord creation 
The All-merciful, the All-compassionate 
Ruler the day reckoning 
Thee worship, and thee invoke for help. 


prehending, they always have done, the true Christian doctrine the Trinity 
trinity unity, and not opposed unity, the Godhead), they have not re- 
garded Christians really holding the doctrine one only absolute, per- 
sonal God. But when the difficulty the elucidation this subject, even for 
Occidental minds, duly considered, and when remembered that Orientals 
besides the force ancient custom, lack the moral and 
paticnt mental application necessary, are too flighty and capricious for the 
intellectual apprehension recondite wonder less the 
misapprehension which have referred. 
Life Mahomet, Vol. 55. 
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Lead the straight path 
The path those upon whom thou hast been gracious, 
Not those that are the objects wrath, that are error.” 


this spiritual aspiration this rising above the super- 
stition and idolatry his people—a few Mohammed’s 
nearest friends joined him. But the people generally would 
reply: well for Jews and Christians follow the purer 
faith thou speakest of. prophet had been sent unto us, 
should, doubt, have followed his directions, and been 
equally devout and spiritual our worship.” 


Mohammed assumes Divine Commission, and makes 
Compromise between and Evil. 


The Arabian prophet thus saw the necessity divine 
commission and for this longed and prayed, alternate 
hope and despair; sometimes believing himself guided 
God, and sometimes fearing himself under the influence 
the evil one. would seem that this juncture ambition 
the ambition being leader and prophet fired his 
the Muir has drawn parallel between the tempta- 
tion Christ and that Mohammed, from which quote. 
That Mohammed believed the personality and 
influence Satan undoubted. 


Satan, taking advantage the cravings hunger, tempted Jesus 
contravene the laws his human existence supplying his temporal 
wants through his supernatural powers. But sternly did throw aside 
the suggestion, and throughout his life appears have refrained from 
bringing the divine power which possessed the relief his personal 
wants. 

analogous temptation was ever ready the footsteps 
Mohammed. He, indeed, was not possessed any inherent supernatural 
ability. teacher who professed himself inspired, arrogated 
spiritual power, which was continually tempted misuse subservi- 
ence his personal necessities, and even his erring desires. The 
subsequent records his life too plainly show that fell into the snare. 

the second scene, our Lord was tempted seek spiritual and lawful 
ends unlawful means, manifest his Messiahship vain-glorious 


Life Mahomet, Vol. II. 67. 
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display supernatural What melancholy light does the 
comparison cast upon the career Mohammed. was tempted 
assume forged weapon fearful energy and temper which work 
out his ends. That instrument was the name God. 

Again, the devil tempted Jesus fall down and worship him the 
promise the kingdoms the world and the glory the 
world’s end the power darkness would form awful antagonism tha 
power Christianity. ..... Was possible compromise the struggle 
Would Satan abate the fierceness his But Jesus knew 
compromise with sin, even its most hidden form, and, fully 
conscious the fearful nature the approaching combat, rejected the 
alluring offer. 

did not Mohammed. listened the suggestion, and was tempted 
seek compromise between religion and the world. The result was 
politico-religious system, forming the closest combination imaginable 
between worldliness and spirituality, between good and evil. Barely 
much virtue and spiritual truth retained will appease the religious 
principle which exists man, and his inward craving after the service 
his while the reins passion and indulgence are relaxed the 
utmost extent compatible with the appearance goodness. Mohamme- 
danism, indeed, presents wonderful adaptation fallen humanity. The 
spurious imitation godliness satisfies the serious the laxity its moral 
code and the compatibility its external observances with inner irreligion 
present barrier the Ambition, rapine, assassination, 
lust, are the undenied features Mohammed’s later life, openly sanctioned 
the assumed permission, sometimes even the express command, 
the Most High!..... What assimilation must gradually have been 
wrought between the promptings the evil one from without and the 
subjective perceptions Mohammed within, when could imagine, and 
with earnestness and sincerity assert, that the Almighty had sanctioned, 
and even encouraged, his debased appetites.” 


The first Successes Mohammed. 


far from our purpose give any detail the account 
the early progress the religion thus established 
its conquests its political relations. 

was natural, when Mohammed had assumed his pro- 
phetical mission, and beyond the circle his immediate 
friends and dependants became converts the new faith, 


Mahomet, Vol. II. pp. 91-96. due Muir remark that, 
the passage from which these extracts are taken, advancing hypothesis, 
making suggestion which the course Mohammed may explained. 
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persecution arose, and, the prophet’s advice, his followers 
took refuge from the storm Abyssinia. was then that 
Mohammed well-nigh jeopardied the very foundation his 
new system, compromise with the ancient idolatrous 
worship the temple Mecca. soon saw, however, 
that had conceded too much, and retracted all; standing 
again, first, ground hostile idolatry,— the 
exclusive postulates Theism. The converts returned from 
Abyssinia, and were unmolested. 

Meantime the new religion began spread, first gradu- 
ally, and soon more rapidly, Medina, till the number 
Mohammed’s adherents having reached nearly hundred, 
was compelled fly from Mecca (date the Hejira 
622), order within the protection his followers 
where their number was greatest. little more than 
years previous that Khadija, Mohammed’s 
first wife, died. With her had lived till his fiftieth year 
fidelity, but from that time forward find little ap- 
prove his private life, his teachings, his public acts. 
two months after his wife’s death was again married, and 
about the same time betrothed Ayesha, then mere child, 
whom also married two three years later, thenceforth 
increasing the number his wives and concubines accord- 
ing his own pleasure and soon unsheathed the sword, 
which both himself and Khalifs most successfully 
wielded for the extension the new religion through Arabia. 

Yet this man that Mohammedan writers, this day, 
hold the pattern the faithful, such terms the 
following, which have translated from book theology 
Turkish: Especially that prince all apostles and joy 
prophets, the confidence the devout, the pride the 
creation, the prophet the world, the beloved the great, 
the apostle the latter times, —Mohammed Mustapha [cho- 
upon him peace and the blessing God, great 
measure. the priest and pattern the pious,” ete. 

Having thus given some account the inception Islam- 
ism let now briefly review 
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The Religious System Mohammed. 


What are here cxamine, the system its complete- 
ness, and before rest from the early conquests achieved 
its leaders gave scope for those literary labors and theolog- 
ical speculations which resulted the accumulation 
vast amount traditional matter concerning the prophet 
and the Koran, which was eagerly received his devoted 
followers, flushed with the pride success and victory and 
the accumulation also equally large and equally, per. 
haps still more, various explanations the Koran, upon 
which arose large and important divisions among those who 
were regarded orthodox more 
numerous divisions among those who, while going under the 
general name Mohammedans, deviated widely from the 
original faith. 

Doctrines 

(1) With regard the great fundamental doctrine 
the being and attributes God the Mohammedans are, and 
have always been, essential agreement with us, with two 
exceptions, viz. first, their idea unity the Godhead 
that absolute and unity which 
totally excludes all distinctions and second, 
they have adequate conception the 
This will more evident from what remark below, with 
regard their view concerning predestination, sin, and the 
existence evil. true that there has been among 


Mohammedans much profitless discussion concerning the 


mode the Divine existence, essence, and attributes 
but perhaps not more than may found the history 
Christian speculation the same subject. 

the Mohammedan idea concerning revelation per- 
haps enough has been said already. They have difficul- 
ties the matter inspiration, and divisions any 
moment. According their all the contents our 
own scriptures, well the Koran, have existed from 
eternity the throne God, and were sent down 
hand the angel Gabriel the prophets. 
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absolute any Christian predestinarian could wish, and 
made cover more ground than any Christian would 
for moment allow. hold God the 
author both good and evil; that his positive decree 
includes the latter just really the former. Logically, 
hardly need remark, this the baldest fatalism and 
only because even the Mohammedan’s conscience and con- 
sciousness personal responsibility, dull and perverse though 
is, still stronger than his logic, that not unqual- 
ified fatalist. But what conception the character 
God must those they far surpass the 
numerous and exalted terms which they express his attri- 
butes who make God the author all evil, and that, too, 
without seeming perceive that they thus introduce ele- 
ment into the character God which annihilating 
every moral attribute. 

plain from what has already been said that the Mo- 
hammedan idea human will freedom exceedingly 
defective. They really hold that men possess only partial 
and will, i.e. doctrinally they occupy this ground; 
for course, the social and civil fabric does not rest upon 
any such impracticable basis. criminal pleads that 
was decreed that should commit the crime which 
has been convicted, the judge does not hesitate reply that 
has been also decreed that should inflict punishment for 
that crime, and proceeds accordingly. But still the prac- 
tical effect the doctrine held, certainly deaden and 
silence the conscience, and close the inner eye the real 
fountain and source moral evil. 

(4) Sin and Atonement.—No man more ready than 
Mohammedan acknowledge, either the general for all 
men, specifically for himself, the place sinner before 
God, and just exposure condemnation; but the conviction 
shallow and surface conviction. not put 
polluted soul into contrast with the infinite purity and holiness 
God who cannot look upon any iniquity but with the 
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deepest abhorrence. Sin, therefore, the apprehension 
Mohammedan, may forgiven mere repentance, for 
“God gracious and Therefore search 
vain for any doctrine atonement the creed the 
Moslem. They have indeed some customs, borrowed from 
the Jews, which look toward such but they are 
out place the accretions, not developments. 

this vital point Islamism stands marked contrast 
with Christianity whose very life and soul salvation 
from sin through the atonement, the expiatory sufferings 
and death the God-man, —God manifest, and suffering for 
men the flesh and the contrast how hollow and cold 
and dead does Islamism appear. 

The doctrine Regeneration, too, finds nothing correspond- 
ing Islamism only counterfeit, travesty almost, 
the rhapsodies certain visionaries and mystics. 

(5) the general doctrine the resurrection and 
the judgment the Mohammedans are essential agreement 
with us, but differ many, almost all, the details, con- 
cerning which they have very confident, and often very 
puerile and foolish notions. But isin the minuteness with 
which the delights and sensuous rather sensual joys 
the paradise the delineated, that one the 
chief attractions and distinctive features Islamism 
traced. The popular impression among ourselves this 
subject is, however, generally correct that need not 
enlarge detail. The hell Islamism place ma- 
terial and minutely-described torments, such might have 
been gathered from ancient heathen sources. There con- 
siderable diversity, however, and obscurity the writings 
and the belief Mohammedans this subject. 

(6) Mohammedans believe the existence good and 
evil angels, and also another order beings between men 
and angels, called genii. believe these possessed 
souls, and that Mohammed’s mission was them well 
the human race. The great multitude traditions, 
and superstitions founded traditions, which the mass 
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Mussulmans implicitly believe, would impossible 
notice, much less explain detail, within the limits 
Article like this. These traditions, affecting every tenet. 
their faith, and every item their history, are even more 
familiar the great majority orthodox Mohammedans, 
and particularly the Mohammedans Turkey, who 
not generally understand the Arabic, their sacred language, 
than the teachings the Koran itself. 

(6) The religious institutions practical duties Mo- 
hammedanism are chiefly these 

(1) Prayer, formally observed, stated seasons, five 
times day, either mosque any other place, 
preceded lustration, complete partial, notified the 
call the muezzin and designed accompanied once, 
Friday, although not always, not indeed commonly, 
sort sermon, with reading from the the 
beginning the Kibla (or place toward which Moslems turn 
when they pray) was Jerusalem, but afterward, when there 
was longer any hope gaining over the Jews, Mo- 
hammed courted favor with his own countrymen making 
the Meccan temple his Kibla. 

(2) Fasting also binding duty upon every Mussulman 
fasting which unites the worst characteristics 
feasting with the most irrational and unprofitable method 
fasting, viz. abstaining altogether from all food and drink 
from early morning till sunset, and then feasting and engag- 
ing pleasure, libitum, during the night, and this for 
one entire month every year. 

(3) Almsgiving and pilgrimages also are institutions 
but for those who are acquainted with Oriental 
and Romish Christianity there nothing sufficiently peculiar 
here require explanation. Both these duties are source 
merit,—a merit which may accumulated any extent 
which the zeal may prompt them 
engage the performance them. 

(4) The merely outward and totally unspiritual character 
Islamism the whole sphere moral and religious duty 
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most clearly seen from examination any popular book 
prepared for the use the faithful explanation the 
Mussulman faith, and the duties, moral and religious, 
its adherents. These books are filled with the most minute 
and elaborate directions for the formal observance regu- 
lar duties, prayer, etc., with wearisome and senseless, and 
sometimes positively disgusting, distinctions drawn between 
what lawful and what unlawful, what permitted 
and what forbidden, and the most puerile directions 
about outward and formal matters pertaining good be- 
havior and the common decencies life. 


Mohammedan Sects. 


Mohammedans began divided into sects before 
the first century Islamism had passed away. The prin- 
cipal sects among the orthodox are four, these again being 
subdivided into several smaller sects; and, although among 
heterodox Mussulmans there are four principal sects, these 
are may say compounded, into very 
many —some say seventy —-minor sects, distinguished 
some real fancied difference, great and, besides 
these, would impossible even mention here detail 
the various sects dervishes, which are out-growth 
Islamism, and the adherents which are 
name, some sense and partially so, perhaps, doctrine 
also. The brief account Mussulman sects given below 
(for which are indebted mainly the Preliminary Dis- 
course Sale’s Koran), taken together with the statement 
just made, least sufficient show how mistaken the 
notion some, that, while there are divisions among Chris- 
tians, the ranks Islamism have never been broken 
schism and opposing sects. 

(a.) Orthodox 

The orthodox Mussulmans are all called the name 
Sonnites, Traditionists, because they hold the traditions 
sort supplement the Koran (like the Mishna the 
Jews), and treat them with corresponding respect. The 
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founders each the principal sects are held have been 
men great devotion, and profoundly versed the knowl- 
edge spiritual truth. 

The first sect originated early the second century the 
Hejira. Its adherents are called Hanefites, from the founder, 
and that sect orthodox Mussulmans which least 
bound the authority tradition, and which gives largest 
scope the exercise the individual reason understand- 
ing and explaining the Koran. The number the adherents 
this sect large among the Turks. 

The sect Malekites was founded little later than the 
former, and, contradistinction that sect, gave the most 
absolute respect the authority tradition. The founder 
the sect said have exclaimed, his last illness: 
Would God that for every question decided accor- 
ding own opinion had received many stripes. 
Would God had never given any decision 
This sect chiefly followed Barbary and other parts 
Africa. 

The sects Shafeites and Hanbalites were founded near 
the end the second century the Hejira, and the followers 
these sects seem not distinguished much differ- 
ent doctrines practices, the fact that they claimed 
followers respectively different, but mutually friendly 
and very illustrious, teachers. These teachers both, and 
about equally, respected the traditions high authority. 
The sects still exist Arabia, and some extent Persia. 

Heterodox Sects. 

The oldest heterodox sect that called Kharadjites, 
Revolters, because they, the number twelve thousand, 
revolted from the Khalif Ali, the thirty-seventh year the 
Hejira. The heresy this sect consists chiefly these 
things, viz. they hold those who have committed grievous 
infidels; and they believe right resist prince 
when transgresses the law. The reason the revolt 


those whom the sect originated was that, they alleged, 
XXIII. No. 91. 
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Ali was guilty sin leaving affair the judgment 
men which ought have been determined God alone. 

Opposed this sect the large sect has 
wide-spread influence Persia and elsewhere, and consists 
those who are followers Ali, and pay him especial honor, 
holding him equality with, even superior to, Moham- 
med, and blasphemously applying him many things said 
the New Testament Christ. They not acknowledge 
that Abu Beker, Omar, and Othman were legal successors 
Mohammed. sect subdivided into numerous smaller 
sects, characterized minor differences. 

The Motazalites, Separatists, rejected entirely the doc- 
trine that the divine attributes, any them, are eternal. 
Only the divine essence eternal. They seem have taken 
this position from discussions with Christians, and 
extreme recoil from the doctrine eternal distinction 
persons the Godhead. They believed that assert the 
eternity any the divine attributes opposed the doc- 
trine unity. They denied that God the author both 
good and evil that is, they held that not the author 
evil. They held also that professor the true religion 
commits grievous sin and dies without repentance, will 
eternally dammed, though his punishment will lighter 
than that the infidels. this sect said have orig- 
inated the scholastic divinity Mohammedanism. 
divided into some twenty smaller sects. 

The doctrine the Sefatians, Attributists, opposition 
that the Motazalites, was, that all the attributes God 
are eternal. They also believed God possessed 
certain attributes which they termed and, 
starting from human modes conception regard God’s 
seeing, hearing, etc., many the followers one other 
the minor divisions this sect came believe some sort 
corporeal resemblance between God and men, and some 
them carried this gross mode conception far 
describe, with minute and blasphemous familiarity, the mem- 
bers God’s corporeal organization. 
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The practical Acquaintance Turks with Christianity 
derived through the corrupt Oriental Churches. 


From the very rise the Ottoman empire the present 
time, Turkish Mussulmans have been acquainted with Chris- 
tianity chiefly represented Greek and Armenian Chris- 
tians. The latter have long been subject race; the former 
have been, for five centuries, the hereditary enemies the 
And for four centuries Turkey has most 
powerful enemy, professing the faith the Greek church, 
her northern borders; and her fiercest and most para- 
lyzing encounters war have been with her Russian foe. 

But not mainly because nations professing Chris- 
tianity have been the public enemies Turkey that Turkish 
Mussulmans have stood such unqualified hostility our 
although the severity the prohibition which has, till 
within ten years, excluded all conversions from Islamism 
Christianity, has doubtless been more rigid this account. 
The causes this hostility and aversion are rather 
sought the character Christianity represented 
Turkey, and consideration the way which such 
misrepresentations our faith must impress people like the 
Osmanly Turks. 

character the Turk is, indeed, haughty and domineer- 
ing, capricious, and ease and the pleasures sense 
but generous and reverent, and, according the Ori- 
ental standard, highly honorable, conscientious, 


speaking Turkey understood that not speak particularly 
Syria and Egypt, although much what here stated would equally well 
apply those provinces. 

only because there among the Greeks, with all their national vanity 
and tenacious attachment their own church, real unity, mutual con- 
forgetfulness low, narrow, and selfish aims, the interest their 
nation and their faith, that the multitude Greeks, scattered all through the 
Turkish empire, have not always been formidable and dangerous power, 
inimical the government which they yield unwilling allegiance. 
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worthy.! intellect neither imbecile nor slug- 
gard. has sympathy with that form wily cunning, 
deceit, and treachery which the Greek adept; nor 
with the hypocritical sycophancy often found the Arme- 
nian, nor with the low sordidness the Jew; and, however 
great the defects his social system, the Turk occupies 
much higher place moral purity, and holds far worthier 
ideas concerning woman and domestic life, than his neighbor, 
the unprincipled Persian, the very high priest whose reli- 
gion makes jest the holy tie marriage, and scouts the 
very idea female chastity. 

Every orthodox Mohammedan, bound faith, tradition, 
and custom, holds utter detestation the worship images 
and pictures, very lately carrying this far for- 
bid even the possession pictures any The Mus- 
sulmans themselves have least the merit purity and 
simplicity their worship, and their places 
natural, therefore, that they should recoil with extreme 
aversion from religion which appears them, regards 
its form worship, consist idolatrous reverence paid 
pictures religion, too, whose grandest and holiest 
doctrines have been, through the ignorant and culpable mis- 
representations and perversions which they have suffered 
the hands priests and higher ecclesiastics, grossly misap- 
prehended Mohammedans. Moreover, Turks have seen that 
this religion does not save its votaries from vices and sins 
the most offensive, rather that they are especially prevalent 
among the very priests the religion itself; and they have 


conduct too many high Turkish officials has, the estimation 
Western Christian nations, fixed upon the entire Turkish character charge 
rapacity and venality which does not deserve; for the tendency high 
office and power blind and blunt the moral sense has less restrain 
Turkey than England 

There curious supposition among Mohammedans that paintings and 
statues will, the future world, surround the artist whose creations they are, 
and clamorously demand him endow them with souls, and will thus secure 
the unhappy artist’s condemnation. Such superstitions are, however, now 
rapidly vanishing before the photographic art. 
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naturally concluded that Christianity countenances such 
practices, the claims its votaries that superior their 
own faith 

This impression, the part the Turks, concerning 
Christianity has not been materially improved the Roman 
Catholic element, which has acquired considerable strength 
various parts the empire. only pure Christianity, 
pure doctrinal teaching, and faithfully illustrated living 
examples, that has the fitness the power correct the 
erroneous impressions made corrupted Christianity. 
is, therefore, only the gospel and Protestant Christian 
teaching, with its purer faith and form worship, gains 
foothold and disciples Turkey, that the Turks can dis- 
abused their erroneous notions concerning the true faith 
Christ. This influence yet too feebly and imperfectly 
exerted any except few cities and villages the empire 
much toward correcting the impressions centuries. 


The present Attitude Mohammedansin Turkey relation 
their own Faith and Material Reform. 


within the memory men still living that the old 
exclusiveness Mohammedanism Turkey, which extended 
even political and commercial relations, began effectually 
removed, and that foreigners began reside, any 
extent, even Constantinople. little more than twenty 
years ago that the first important concessions religious 
liberty were little later, the close the revolu- 
tionary movement Hungary, many Hungarians and Poles 
took refuge Turkey, and many them were employed 
the Turkish and later still the memorable Crimean 
war deepened and strengthened and greatly increased the in- 


The use intoxicating drinks, even wine, prohibited Islamism but 
the practice common, and often carried such excess, among Christians, 
particularly Greeks, that has come regarded, the eye Turks, almost 
Christianity. the other hand they have learned distinguish 
the native Protestant Christians their honesty and sobriety. must, how- 
ever, acknowledged that, especially within few years, many Turks also can 
longer cast the stone judgment, for they are not without sin this 
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fluences tending break the old intolerance, and throw 
Turkey open the influences European civilization. 
Within this period also, many Turkish youth have been edu- 
cated the schools Europe, mostly Paris, and these 
men are now filling, great extent, the offices govern- 
ment. The schools which the government has established 
Constantinople also (all the pupils the medical and mil- 
itary schools acquiring the French, and all those the naval 
schools the English language), together with newspapers, 
magazines, public lectures, literary societies, are more and 
more every year bringing the Turks this generation into 
acquaintance with the science and literature, the customs 
and inventions, the useful arts the nations Europe. 
But must not supposed that changes like these can 
take place, almost within the limits human generation 
Oriental state, without opposition. expected 
that such radicalism will evoke the most determined and 
obstinate conservatism. And The Mohammedans 
Turkey are to-day divided into two parties line 
incomparably greater breadth and importance for the future 
interests Turkey, than all the differences which separate 
the sects and schools Mussulmans. The liberal party 
doubtless, numerically, much the smaller. much con- 
centrated the capital, and present holds many the 
highest and most influential offices the government, inclu- 
ding the grand vizirate. the provinces, its influence 
naturally far stronger European than Asiatic Turkey. 
because the influence this party the .ascendant 
the centre the empire, where also derives most eff- 
cient and needed countenance and support from European 
representatives and residents, that Turkey has, within few 
years made such rapid progress reforming and extending 
her educational system, and the creation periodical 
and permanent literature, the source and which 
very largely European origin. this party which 
forces the government construct roads and telegraph lines, 
and foster the useful arts and material improvements. 
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National exhibitions, steamboat companies, and every sort 
organization which has for its the development the 
resources the country and the improvment its people, 
owe their origin this young but enterprising party. 

religion, while nominally Mohammedan, because the 
state which they form part and which they aspire 
influence Mohammedan state,—the adherents this 
party are, very great extent, imbued with the shallow 
and materialistic philosophy, the infidelity, and the pantheism 
with which they have come contact their acquaintance 
with the civilization and literature Southern Europe. 
Recognizing this form civilization better than that 
their own people, they have adopted it, together with its 
grievous errors and weakness the higher matters faith 
and religion. The scepticism and pantheism, the religious 
indifference, these men not, therefore, generally thiat 
which results from thorough examination and conviction, but 
rather incidental, and consequent upon their acquaintance 
with Europeans holding these modes thinking and spec- 
ulation. Science has shown them the falsity and absurdity 
many the dogmas and traditions, and the puerility 
many the superstitions, their hereditary faith, and many 
them acknowledge that, heart, they have attachment 
whatever the religion which they outwardly profess. The 
vigorous effort making for the appropriation and use, the 
civil department the government, large portion the 
property belonging the mosques, indicative 
the spirit and temper this party. 

The rising influence the liberal party jealously 
watched the whole body the Ulema (which corresponds 
the clergy Christendom) and all their dependants 
and followers, and the whole body fanatical Mussulmans, 
throughout the country. This party would gladly restore 
the old prestige Islamism, with all its exclusiveness and 
bigotry. With all their might they oppose the reforms that 
are making, and for essentially the same reasons influ- 
the conduct the clergy European states the 
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time the rise modern science. The Ulema see that the 
tendency such progress weaken their own influence 
and the influence their religion over the people, and they 
are joined the mass the people protesting against these 
innovations, because they tend weaken the advantage hith- 
erto possessed themselves, the dominant race, over 
their Christian subjects, fostering ideas and (so-called) 
improvements Christian origin, many which can with 
difficulty disguised, are really the face their heredi- 
tary religion, its cherished dogmas, traditions, 
tions. The most effective argument the possession the 
liberal party with which silence these objectors the 
undeniable dependence Turkey for her very existence 
upon the Christian powers Europe. 


Attitude the Mohammedans Turkey toward Protes- 
tant Christianity. 


The early converts from the Oriental churches Protes- 
tant Christianity found the Turks almost uniformly friendly 
them. This was both because the Turk soon discovered 
new form Christianity was purer, nearer 
their own religion,” they have always delighted express 
it, and its simplicity and purity worship truly 
is; and also because Protestantism had powerful supporter 
the representative England the Porte. But, 
period, when few from the ranks the themselves 
passed over, reckoned among the converts the gospel, 
the attitude Mohammedans materially changed. Were 
religion unconnected with the state, and were there rela- 
tion between man’s hopes advancement rank and in- 
fluence and fortune and his creed, the liberal party would 
probably have been found showing the utmost friendliness 
the new form Christian faith and worship, even though the 
rigid Mussulman party might violently oppose. fact, how- 
ever, while the opposition the latter party has always been 
experienced, has not been forms grievously oppressive, 
until, about two years ago, exaggerated and essentially false 
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accounts movements among Mohammedans toward 
change reform their own toward Protestant 
Christianity, were circulated both leaders hostile Chris- 
tian sects and fanatical Mussulmans, with the design 
compelling the liberal party, who mainly hold the reins 
power the government, lay aside the attitude indiffer- 
ence positive favor, which some were willing show, 
Protestantism, and cast the power the government 
against any defection from the ranks Islamism. 
attempt succeeded for the time, and its effects, the intim- 
idation inquirers, still remain. The character the two 
parties into which Turks are divided remains essentially 
unchanged, and, with suitable firmness and the 
part Protestant England’s representative Constantinople, 
favor, least the negative favor indifference, may 
expected from the one party and troublesome but not very 
harmful opposition from the other, any efforts Protes- 
tant missionaries circulate and preach the gospel among 
the Turks, and any Mussulmans, who from honest convic- 
tion, become followers the gospel. The Protestant Chris- 
tian missionary still finds those the one party Turks 
approachable, friendly, eager listen, long speaks 
the science, the customs, the material benefits the civiliza- 
tion represents, but generally shy, inattentive, uninter- 
ested, speaks his proper character, expounder 
and advocate the truths the Christian faith. 

For the adherents this liberal party, prime and most 
necessary service rendered the missionary the 
gospel, furnish check and antidote against the 
pernicious speculative systems which have gained many 


followers already Turkey; show that there faith 


which not only not opposed reason, they have seen 
their own be, but demanded right reason and con- 
science which alone can satisfy their own deepest 
wants. And the minister the gospel can gain little 
access, present, the party rigid Mussulmans direct 


and personal contact with them, must content, first, 
Vou. XXIII. No. 91. 
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speak them through the printed page, for some will 
may perhaps hope reach less callous 
religious sense, and, the blessing God, fitting spiritual 
soil, certainly soil comparatively uncumbered with the 
thorns ambition, worldliness, and materialistic philosophy. 
For the masses, who for the most part may reckoned 
the larger the two parties, the mission pure Chris- 
tianity break the fetters superstition, ignorance, and 
sense, exalt the idea the Turk that which spiritual, 
and lead him the honest examination that truth 
which makes free which itself light and life and salvation. 

plain, then, that there here field for missionary 
effort which claims the prayers, the faith, and the earnest, 


patient labors the church Christ. true that 


think the the Mohammedans has not yet come; 
are yet four months, and then cometh But 
the attentive ear may hear the master’s voice: Lift 
your eyes and look the fields, for they are white already 

And not civilization, nor the introduction material 
improvements, nor the infusion European science and lit- 
erature which regenerate the Mohammedans. the 
gospel, and the gospel only, clearly explained and illustrated 
the lives those who receive and exemplify it, which can 
pour into Turkey such flood light that neither Greek nor 
Romish machinations, nor the fanaticism the illiberal 
among the Turks, nor the indifference the liberals, shall 
able quench its rays. 


has been thought advisable retain, the preceding Article, the 
popular term Islamism, instead the more correct one, Islam.] 
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ARTICLE IV. 


UTILITARIANISM. 


REV. JOHN BASCOM, PROFESSOR WILLIAMS COLLEGE. 


question modern philosophy more fundamen- 
tal than that relating the sources knowledge, and none 
whose decision will more seriously affect all subsequent 
thought. The two answers given this problem are now 
distinct and hostile ever while opposing views are 
sustained with increasing clearness and force presentation. 

Mr. Mill, leading advocate one theory, asserts its in- 
creased prevalence, and anticipates its final success. The 
two opinions require but the briefest mention. The one, that 
Locke, Heartly, the Mills, Bain, Spencer, refers knowledge 
perception and the other, that Kant, Cole- 
ridge, Reid, Hamilton, Hickok, refers knowledge perception, 
intuition, and reflection. 

These systems have very different affinities inherent 
tendencies, the circumstances which have occasioned and 
accompanied their development, and the persons through 
whom they have arisen. The first more immediately 
connected with the scientific and positive tendency hu- 
man thought which finds the analoga mind the 
physical world, and interprets the problems philosophy 
extension the methods and ideas developed science. 
this class thinkers are Buckle and Draper, explaining 
social and intellectual phenomena physical and physiolog- 
ical forces, and these material connections, not simply 
reaching, but completely expounding, the spiritual world. 

The second system, the other hand, has been developed 


largely the interest religion, our higher nature, and 


stands associated with devout spirit, putting itself com- 
munion with God, and resting providence more imme- 
diate and personal than that law. writers this char- 
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acter, Dr. Bushnell furnishes most apt illustration. shall 
not insist any inherent necessity these connections 
the respective theories. might adduce most notable 
exceptions. merely remark these relations the discus- 
sion lending additional interest and importance. 

Asachief argument for the first opinion is, that postulates 
new power till absolute necessity shown, shall, 
establish any one idea intuitive, virtually break down 
the entire line defence, and resolve the question into one 
how many and what ideas are attributed 
this intuitive faculty, one case recognized. 

The notion now offered for discussion that not 
because the battle can any more advantageously waged 
this point than many but because the doctrine 
secondary, derivative obligation has enlarged, 
thorough, and powerful restatement the hands chief 
advocate. 

the three volumes discussion John Stuart Mill, 
meet with several critiques the intuitive philosophy, while 
they are concluded with elaborate and careful treatise 
the doctrine utility. That the two systems may this 
point fairly confront each other, shall first give, con- 
densed form, yet with much fairness presentation 
possible, Mr. Mill’s view, feeling assured that not much more 
can said, that which said better presented, than 
this remarkably clear and candid thinker. None can assay 
the task philosophical presentation and advocacy with more 
hope success than Mr. Mill. shall only depart from 
his words the exigency our limits requires. The quo- 
tations are all from the essay which closes the third volume. 
The doctrine thus defined 

According the greatest-happiness principle, above explained, the 
ultimate end, with reference and for the sake which all other things 
are desirable are considering our own good that other 
existence exempt far possible from pain, and rich 
possible enjoyments, both point quantity and quality the test 


quality, and the rule for measuring against quantity, being the preference 
those, who, their opportunities experience —to which must 
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added their self-consciousness and are best fur- 
nished with the means comparison. This being, according the 
utilitarian opinion, the end human action, necessarily also the standard 
morality which may accordingly defined, the rules and precepts for 
human conduct, the observance which existence such has been 
described might be, the greatest extent possible, secured all 
and not them only, but, far the nature things admits, the 


whole sentient creation.” 315. 


There intention the part Mr. Mill overlook 
our higher, our intellectual and moral pleasures, weigh 
them out, pound for pound, with our lower enjoyments. This 
point fully discussed 


“Tf asked what mean difference quality pleasures, 
what makes one pleasure more valuable than another, merely pleas- 
ure, except its being greater amount, there but one possible answer: 
two pleasures, there one which all, almost all, who have experience 
both give decided preference, irrespective any feeling moral obli- 
gation prefer it, that the more desirable pleasure. one the two 
is, those who are competently acquainted with both, placed far above 
the other that they prefer it, even though knowing attended with 
greater amount discontent, and would not resign for any quantity 
the other pleasure which their nature capable of, are justified 
ascribing the preferred enjoyment superiority quality, far out- 
weighing quantity, render it, comparison, small account. Neither 
pains nor pleasures are homogeneous, and pain always heterogeneous 
with pleasure. What there decide whether particular pleasure 
worth purchasing the cost particular pain, except the feelings and 
judgments the When, therefore, these feelings and 
judgments declare the pleasures derived from the higher faculties 
preferable kind, apart from the question intensity, those which 
the animal nature, disjoined from the higher faculties, susceptible, they 
are entitled this subject the same regard.” pp. 310-311. 


rejects strenuously the conclusion that this doctrine 
incapable producing heroism 


Meanwhile, let utilitarians never cease claim the morality self- 
devotion possession which belongs good right them either 
the Stoic the transcendentalist. The utilitarian morality does 
recognize human beings the power sacrificing their own greatest good 
for the good others. only refuses admit that the sacrifice itself 
sacrifice which does not increase, tend increase, the sum 
total happiness, considers wasted. The only self-renunciation which 
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ness, others, either mankind collectively, individuals within the 
limits imposed the collective interests mankind. must again repeat 
what the assailants utilitarianism seldom have the justice acknowledge, 
that the happiness which forms the utilitarian standard what right 
conduct not the agent’s own happiness, but that all concerned. As, 
between his own happiness and that others, utilitarianism requires him 
strictly impartial disinterested and benevolent spectator, 
the golden rule Jesus Nazareth, read the complete spirit 
the ethics utility.” 322. 


That the notion utility underlies all sacrifice strongly 
asserted 


noble capable resigning entirely one’s own portion hap- 
piness, or_ chances but, after all, this self-sacrifice must for some 
end not its own end and are told that its end not happiness, 
but virtue, which better than happiness, ask, would the sacrifice 
made the hero martyr did not believe that would earn for others 
immunity from similar Would made thought that 
his renunciation happiness for himself would produce fruit for any 
his fellow-creatures but make their lot like his, and place them also the 
condition persons who have renounced happiness? All honor those 
who can abnegate for themselves the personal enjoyment life, when 
such renunciation they contribute worthily increase the amount hap- 
piness the world but who does it, professes it, for any other 
purpose, more deserving admiration than the ascetic mounted 
his pillar. may inspiriting proof what men can do, but assur- 
edly not example what they should.” 321. 


Neither would for instant accept any conflict between 
this doctrine and the Christian system 

Whatever aid religion, either natural revealed, can afford ethical 
investigation, open the utilitarian moralist any other. 
can use the testimony God the usefulness hurtfulness any 
given course action, good right others can use for the indi- 
cation transcendental law having connection with usefulness 
with happiness.” 330. 

These last words afford illustration one those rare 
cases which Mr. Mill misrepresents his opponents, least, 
part them. 

Having thus stated the doctrine, Mr. Mill proceeds give 
the sanctions moral precepts established. The ex- 
ternal sanctions are the same any system the 
difference and the difficulty lie with the internal sanction. 
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this point there seems little more hesitancy and uncer- 
tainty than any other part the treatise. The doctrine 
hardly carried boldly and explicitly its full form and 
logical completeness. The symmetry the system would 
seem require that the sense obligation which accompa- 
nies moral duty should attributed solely association, 
education that all deeper lodgment our nature than 
that the perception which accompanies should denied 
it. This view some passages take: 


Like the other acquired capacities above referred to, the moral faculty 
not part our nature, natural outgrowth from capable like 
them, certain small degree, springing spontaneously, and suscepti- 
ble being brought cultivation higher degree development. 
Unhappily, also susceptible, sufficient use the external sanctions 
and the force early impressions, being cultivated almost any direc- 
tion; that there hardly anything absurd mischievous, that 
may not, means these influences, made act the human mind 
with all the authority conscience. doubt that the same potency 
might given the same means the principle utility, even had 
foundation human nature, would flying the face all expe- 
342. 

may remember that virtue not the only thing originally 
and which were not means anything else would and 
remain indifferent, but which, association with what means to, 
comes desired for itself, and that, too, with the utmost intensity. 
What, for example, shall say the love nothing 
originally more desirable about money than about any heap glittering 
pebbles. Its worth solely that the things which will buy; the 
desires for other things than itself, which means gratifying. Yet 
the love money not only one the strongest moving forces human 
life, but money is, many cases, desired and for itself: the desire 
possess often stronger than the desire use it, and goes increasing 
when all the desires which point ends beyond it, compassed it, 
are falling off. may, then, said truly, that money desired, not 
for the sake end, but part the end. From being means 
happiness, has come itself principal ingredient the individual’s 
conception happiness.” 351. 

Virtue, according the utilitarian conception, good this descrip- 
tion. There was original desire it, motive it, save its condu- 
civeness pleasure, and especially protection from pain. But, through 
the association thus formed, may felt good itself, and desired, 
such, with great intensity any other good.” 352. 
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repel retaliate hurt damage one’s self, those with whom one 
sympathizes, widened include all persons, the human capacity 
enlarged sympathy, and the human conception intelligent self-interest.” 

have right, then, is, conceive, have something which society 
ought defend the possession the objector gocs ask 
why ought, can give him other reason than general 
expression does not seem convey sufficient feeling the strength 
the obligation, nor account for the peculiar energy the feeling, 
because there goes the composition the sentiment, not rational only, 
but also animal thirst for and this thirst 
derives its intensity, well its moral justification, from the extraordina- 
rily important and impressive kind utility which 376. 


These passages taken themselves would seem make 
the view the author sufficiently plain. other statements, 
however, appears unwilling deny innate sense 
obligation. recognizes something somewhat akin 
the moral instinct Spencer 

see nothing embarrassing those whose standard utility the 
question, What the sanction that particular standard? may 


answer, The same all other moral standards, the conscientious feel- 
ings mankind.” 339. 

there anything innate the matter, see reason why the 
feeling which innate should not that regard the pleasures and 
pains others. there any principle morals which intuitively 
obligatory, should say must that. so, the intuitive ethics would 
coincide with the utilitarian, and there would further quarrel between 
them.” 341. 


These statements can hardly regarded expressing 
view the author, but must expounded the fuller pas- 
sages given above. insisted their full extent, they 
are ruinous the belief which they form part. look 
upon them merely the wavering the mind under the 
pressure adverse truth. 

Mr. Mill, fourth chapter, proceeds proof the 
doctrine, affirming that the facts consciousness and the 
world show that man loves happiness, and only happiness. 


results from the preceding considerations that there reality 


nothing desired except happiness. Whatever desired otherwise than 
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means some end beyond itself, and ultimately happiness, desired 
itself part happiness, and not desired for itself until has become 
so. who desire virtue for its own sake, desire either because the 
consciousness pleasure, because the consciousness being 
without pain, for both reasons united.” 353. 

have presented thus fully the utilitarian system, that 
may the more fully and understandingly contrast with the 
doctrine right which springs from the intuitive philosophy. 
Let first, concisely possible, present this doctrine. 

Right simple quality, seen directly the mind cer- 
tainactions. the nature the idea impart sense 
obligation. This inseparable from the feeling 
excellence from beauty. The power mind which 
perceive this quality intuitive, and the foundation our 
moral nature. The synthesis perception and feeling 
complete the act mind which discern the right 
and become aware its claim upon us, that taste 
which discern the flavor fruit and are delighted with it. 
This intuitive action, however, being that the mind, not 
the discernment quality inhering physically exter- 
nal object. For this sense, and not intuitive faculty, 
would requisite. The mind perceives the quality 
mental intellection. The action which 
judgment pronounced right wrong not contem- 
plated merely physical fact, when say it, that 
was done quickly slowly, with ease with difficulty, but 
presented the mind its relation the parties con- 
cerned, the motives which led it, and the results which 
gave rise. This work the intellect, which the percep- 
tion transformed into intellection, which the act, 
understood and expounded the mind, made ready for 
the intuitive faculty, precedes intuition, and gives that 
which the quality right inheres. Right not physical, 
but moral quality, and must, therefore, speak, inhere 
moral substratum, action once rational and 
free. That the quality may seen, that the action which 
gives rise must seen wit, its rational relations. 

But action presented its rational relations 
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lection, perception received into, enlarged and explained by, 
the mind. The intuitive faculty then perceives the quality 
right certain intellections, that is, free, rational acts, 
which have already entered the mind, come under its con- 
templation, and been more less fully comprehended it. 

great variety judgments may pronounced the 
same intuitive faculty, different times, and different 
persons the same time, concerning single action; since 
not the external action seen, but thought of, 
weighed its motives and probable results, that the object 
intuition; and this intellection, which the eye the mind 
directed, capable endless variety with the same ex- 
ternal occasion. The reasoning processes, the systematic 
and faithful unfolding consequences, which our moral 
judgments are profoundly affected, come modify our 
estimates action, presenting new and more full and 
more correct intellections, bringing out more clearly those 
rational relations which the presence right depends. 
Diversity judgments, therefore, present difficulty under 
this theory right, since there really, with apparent iden- 
tity, endless diversity objects; the presentation 
and exposition the same action being very diverse dif- 
ferent times and with different individuals. 

The greater force which moral precepts gain obedience 
referable once the larger and clearer view conse- 
quences which the mind acquires, and also the growth 
conviction which with all knowledge accompanies familiarity. 
The power habit, like unperceived ocean current, sets 
strongly float our destination. 

The relation right utility this: all that ultimately 
occasions pleasure useful, and useful proportion the 
quality, degree, and permanence the pleasure secured. 
Right action, under God’s government, will ultimately attain 
the highest that is, will perfectly coincide with 
utility far, therefore, can determine what truly 
useful know what right, the one criterion the 
other. When, however, said that what useful right, 
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the assertion not disguised truism. There something 
added the judgment utility that right, and the 
action taken once under the sanctions our moral 
nature. The law utility, therefore, wisely and perfectly 
obeyed, would lead results practically the same those 
which follow right action, though destitute, shall show, 
any internal sanction wherewith enforce the conduct 
prescribes. inquiry, therefore, into the utility actions 
perfect moral judgments, since that which makes them useful 
shows them also right. Extension always accompa- 
nied some resistance and some weight, though the three 
qualities are merely co-existent, not identical. 

The relation right wisdom that more imme- 
diate, instinctive, and authoritative guide. Wisdom inquires 
into the ends action, and seeks that inclusive end which 
best harmonizes all others. discovers that the lines 
right action are those highest utility; that the worth 
the individual and the highest happiness all are involved, 
each each, and that fully meeting the claims our 
own nature upon shall also the claims all. 
These discoveries give the rational, philosophical character 
the right, and confirm its hold the conscience, yet are 
not the ground its first authority. Right runs before phi- 
losophy, from the earliest dawn intelligence giving clues 
action, and laying its authority the conscience. The 
mind may not see the harmony philanthropy and self-in- 
terest, and yet fecl the claims benevolence. When philos- 
ophy does length reveal the perfection the moral law, 
when points out that the highest blessed- 
ness all— thereby secured, does not reflexively give 
the more limited judgments right, which have somewhat 
blindly and obscurely labored towards this end, their author- 
ity, nor can even enforce its own claims without direct 
appeal conscience, bringing forward its primitive, inde- 
pendent sense obligation. 

Men have not wait for philosophy give them the laws 
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more immediate and authoritative tribunal, able 
handle successfully limited and partial judgments, and evolve 
rule life out the present character and obvious results 
action, found the conscience man. Wisdom, there- 
fore, enters reveal the character law that the moral 
sense has already established cast light moral uni- 
verse whose forces order are already work. 

Such are the two theories right. How stands the argu- 
ment between them? The chief consideration favor 
utilitarianism is, that conforms the law parsimony, 
postulating the explanation moral phenomena new 
faculty. This argument entire force the phenomena 
are adequately explained, but, the theory failing such 
explanation, little force. The completeness the 
explanation rendered is, then, the true test the two theories. 

The point which the utilitarian theory signally fails 
recognize their full force the facts under consideration 
that obligation. does not account for that profound 
sense duty which accompanies the notion right. 
attempts this two ways. The first method glanced at, 
and apparently accepted admissible, one the passages 
taken from Mr. Mill. this: that feeling obligation 
native the mind, and attaches directly the perception 
utility. Thus the emotional and the perceptive element, 
indissolubly united the notion right, are violently 
rent asunder, the latter cast away, and the former united 
the independent, though associated, idea utility. Thus, 
this analysis right ends discarding altogether, 
substituting for familiar and perfectly explicable general- 
ization, and connecting with this those feelings which have 
arisen the minds men from the discarded intuition. 

very strong fact the history the human mind, 
language, and polemics, that men have distinguished 
from every other notion this notion which they have called 
right; that they have maintained the distinction word and 
action, and that, when for moment, has been lost the 
confusion controversy, they have speedily restored it, and 
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again perplex themselves with the old inquiry: 
What right? satisfactory and adequate exposition 
these well-known and wide-spread facts affirm, that 
there neither nor has been such idea that 
that notion always familiar and wise complicated has, 
some concealed trick, some legerdemain the mind, 
been played off new and very peculiar and that this mis- 
take has been obstinately and perversely insisted on, though 
carefully and adequately pointed out? Truly such result 
psychology would very startling one, and reflect 
uncertainty all the distinctions thought and lan- 
guage. Ifthe world has meant nothing more saying that 
action right than saying that useful, has cer- 
tainly not understood its own words, and mistaken the most 
perfect synonymes for the most diverse ideas. That 
such error still clings all classes minds after its 
faithful exposure, shows something more than error. 
True theories not explain facts, distinctions, this way 
distinctions that have arisen thought, word, and action 
unconsciously, and the interest theory. affirm 
the identity right and utility opposition the tes- 
timony language, and therefore those who use it. 
Especially contrary the facts mind that the sense 
obligation attaches the notion utility merely. Utility 
quality many actions, that they impart some kind 
pleasure. sense obligation, therefore, cannot belong 
utility, except belongs the pursuit pleasure, 
which the useful rests. The affirmation then is, that feel 
obligation seek pleasure, our own and that 
others. would seem sufficient refer this affirmation 
the consciousness each individual for decision; but phi- 
losophy rests such variety facts the testimony 
consciousness, make the appeal more carefully point- 
ing out some the results involved. 

The doctrine utility implies that all pleasure, matter 
what kind how sensual, unless distinctly opposed the 
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mind higher pleasure, not merely optional, but 
atory. becomes our duty give way every appetite 
and impulse which not seen forfeit higher good. Or, 
indolence brings more enjoyment, then this also 
There option our violate conscience, 
according the estimate pleasure present the mind, 
alike not eating drinking, walking sleeping, 
not loving man honoring God. 

the malevolent passions afford some pleasure their 
indulgence, these become obligatory the degree that 
enjoyment, and are only wrong when seen take the place 
more deep satisfaction satisfaction that would never 
arise without the moral sense. being could thor- 
oughly malignant make malice constant, intense, 
source pleasure, this fact would far abate his crimi- 
nality. were able show that him, consti- 
tuted, malice was, and would remain, greater enjoyment 
than benevolence, the moral sense must approve his action, 
and give him the satisfaction moral integrity. Virtue 
lost the pursuit pleasure only see that which 
pursued less than some other enjoyment open us. 
are weigh the joys lust with those and 
holiness has other advantage over sin than that more 
liberal pay. 

The test the quality and quantity pleasure which 
Mill gives seems, this theory, lose much its force. 
Those who have experienced the higher pleasures, called, 
intellectual and aesthetical taste may, indeed, pronounce 
decidedly for them but this opinion, how 
shall their judgment made obligatory the majority 
who reject it? May these not answer that there disput- 
ing concerning tastes, and that our natures, grosser you 
will, realize most sensible and weighty satisfaction the 
line prudent, physical indulgence have assigned our- 
selves? Remember that the moral sense cannot enter 
decide this controversy. greater pleasure does, the 
judgment any human being, lie the direction physical 
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rather than intellectual tastes, then has right add 
thereto all the satisfaction gratified conscience, and 
stanchly maintain his duty pursue this method 
gratification. Moral joy and peace wait add themselves 
the winning pleasure, that what may. They cannot 
throw themselves into the balance decide the conflict 
favor mental and spiritual impulses, but must wait, and 
drop extra burden into the descending pan, though 
that sensual pleasure. Grant that wisdom and the 
largest experience pronounce favor the mind 
opposed the body with the tribunal before which the case 
tried, there often such wisdom, such expe- 
rience, neither, with the majority those whose testimony 
taken. How, then, can the bewildered judge come 
conclusion approximately wherever his honest 
verdict shall fall, there conscience will give approval; and 
may moral his brutality his neighbor his spirit- 
uality. 

point which does not receive sufficient weight, 
between the two views, that the one the moral satisfaction 
obedience can come decide the judgment, while 
the other cannot. The mind left utilitarianism 
judge between pleasures independently morality, 
measure them quantity before can secure moral ver- 
dict for either. The theory intuitive right affirms that 
the sense obligation arises becauses primitive percep- 
tion, and accounts therein for the firmness and decision with 
which the balance brought down. Utilitarianism, affirming 
that this sense attends all pleasure, cannot call de- 
termine favor any one pleasure, till this has been shown, 
independent grounds, greater than any and every 
competing good. This fallacy including moral satisfac- 
tion one the forms happiness, and that ground 
deciding the greatest, and hence obligatory, often 
enters very subtilely into ethical statements, and deceives 
even those who make them. holy blessedness spoken 
of, the fruit and crown all virtuous and holy activity, 
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which has itself infinite worth. this blessedness 
which made give rise the sense obligation. But 
honest analysis can only resolve this holy blessedness into 
some intellectual good, since the moral nature does not come 
into play till has seen and chosen the highest pleasure, 
and waits add its resultant satisfaction any choice 
the its gratifications which can pronounce 
the wisest and best. Where does the preponderance ex- 
perimental pleasure settle before the choice, not after it, 
the question. 

This utilitarian view our moral nature makes clue 
rule action. are left what every man 
inclined do—seek pleasure. The additional obligation 
that conscience imposes, only serves increase the stakes 
issue, and therefore make prudence more necessary. 
Right wages warfare with appetite, has predilection for 
spiritual tastes, throws intuitive perception antici- 
pate wisdom, guide and restrain the ignorant wanderer, but 
simply confirms him any judgment able the time 
make what his highest enjoyment requires. gives 
more safety wisdom deciding issues, but merely 
deepens the danger, enhances the liabilities, which accom- 
pany them. moral motive natural desire, and 
leaves both guided and governed reason. 

putting this point consciousness, there one further 
consideration. The moral sense, usually felt, especially 
enforces the pleasures others, against our own; and 
future, against present pleasure. Ought not the reverse 
action gives rise the sense Our satisfaction 
much more keen that which pertains ourselves than 
that which belongs another; present enjoyment 
than remote good. If, then, the sense obligation keeps 
pace with the clearness the perception which calls forth, 
morality, well appetite and passion, should favor pres- 
ent and personal indulgence. 

But there second explanation which the doctrine 
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offers moral obligation, one which Mr. Mill seems 
the whole accept, and certainly one which exposed 
less difficulty than that now presented. Itis this. There 
original sense obligation. Our moral nature has neither 
perception feeling any peculiar, primitive foundation. 
Its present power due Men soon discovered 
that certain actions were useful. Their prompted 
them exact these others, and condemn the opposite. 
furtherance this, they strove— more less uncon- 
these lines action, and thus arose new word, right,” 
with new hold the mind man. The sense obliga- 
tion has sprung, then, from the interests men, leading them 
enforce certain views conduct their fellows. 
inseparable association has length come unite specific 
actions with obligation, and laid, habit and con- 
ventional opinion, the foundations our moral nature. 

this view oppose few many phenomena not 
accounted for it. The feeling obligation greater, 
more universal apd authoritative, than mere association can 
explain. see the laws fashion, social customs, 
what uniform opinion and practice can and though 
the laws they impose are strong, they are means 
strong those morals. 

Corsider the illustration Mr. Mill offers feeling admit- 
and universal, the passion avarice. How very partial 
its government excessive and ungrounded force our 
constitution, when compared with that the moral sense! 
How steady and certain the victory the latter able acquire 
over it; how adequate and just the foundation which 
really rests our experience and nature; and how quickly 
would give way gold were lose that substantial value 
from which its extravagant estimate springs! The fact 
avarice, simple excess native desires, affords color 
theory right which makes the most weighty and perma- 
nent all sentiments mere illusion, created the interests 
XXIII. No. 91. 
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men, with native, valid foundation their feelings, 
naturally, inevitably desire good, and thus, those 
things, like gold, which minister But the theory under 
discussion recognizes native sense obligation, less 
more, view the useful; and compelled, therefore, 
provide, both for the incipiency and growth sentiment 
which length torule the world. Here result totally 
beyond that revealed the passion avarice. 

Again, those who have especially broken away from the law 
morals, from the conventional opinions and influences 
society, are very suddenly and very violently arrested the 
force conscience. Such phenomenon remorse finds 
meagre explanation theory which gives our moral nature 
foundation, save the interested opinions our fellows. 
This violent feeling could find adequate spring the 
influence the sentiments others over mind which has 
habitually and protractedly despised them. might 
look for repentance and remorse the part one who 
reminded that his hat unfashionable, having never cared 
wear any other. 

Se, too, the sudden power the moral nature, developed 
the savage missionary labor, unexplained this the- 
ory. The whole force the most protracted and thoroughly 
sustained customs, those caste, are instantly thrown off, 
indicating the presence power greater than any which 
the sentiments one’s fellows can exert, and arising imme- 
diately and independently any such influence. 

must also look upon the explanation given Mr. Mill 
the sentiment justice exceedingly weak, much 
cast suspicion the entire theory which leads it. 
Is, then, the foundation justice our constitution the 
desire retaliation enlarged sympathy so, propor- 
tion the Christian precepts, Love thy neighbor thyself, 
Overcome evil with good, prevail, justice and the love jus- 
tice should disappear. Enlightened ages should show the least, 
and barbarous periods the fullest, response the claims 
law. Better, far, let this sentiment rest back the sense 
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obligation, and consequent guilt disobedience, though 
have for these, the theory Mr. Mill, foundation, except 
prevalent opinion disseminated and enforced the interests 
points utilitarianism signally fails explain 
the facts. 

The notion utility intimately associated with that 
right, that possible, giving wider and wider range 
the first, making more and more inclusive every form 
good, cause seem the perfect counterpart the 
last the good plainly expressed which latently lurking 
our moral sense. 

shaft may introduced through the partition into the 
chamber occupy. may there find its bearings, and, 
bevel gear, coupled second shaft passing from the 
chamber right angles the first. look the two, 
may not possible tell which the power finds 
entrance, and which, exit. one revolves, the other 
one stops, the other stops the revolution 
one quickened reversed, that the other similarly 
affected. Yet, most certain that force enters one, 
and passes out the other, and fact most material 
the order and purpose subserved them. may com- 
pelled look away from their exact interaction, leave the 
chamber, and determine more broadly their connections before 
can decide the question. still abide the room, 
and gaze with philosophical abstraction the point con- 
tact where the two interlock, may, perchance, adopt the 
notion that the shaft the left impels the one the right, 
and thus send back the power from the looms the engine 
but this will not affect the fact, nor cause the piston drive 
the steam, instead being driven it. Right and utility 
are thus securely coupled, each with each. But the line 
power lies from the first the second; thence comes the 
ruling force. Utility perfectly met, because right met, 
and because right reigns the human constitution and 
the divine government. will look beyond the point 
simple contact shall able see whence power proceeds, 
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and what expends itself. The spiritual worth man, 
which that moral being, gives him the law action, 
the only applicable estimate utility. That line action, 


and that only, useful him which The absolute, 
perfect utility holiness grows out the nature virtue, 
and all the mechanism man and society attached and 
revolved this shaft. 
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DR. PASPATI, CONSTANTINOPLE. 


This Essay was forwarded for publication the Bibliotheca Sacra 
foreigner, writing language foreign him, and containing various intima- 
regard the history the Greek its relations the Catholic 
and Protestant churches; the advantages which has enjoyed, well the 
disadvantages which has suffered, for attaining correct The Essay 
was originally read, March 1864, before the Literary Society and, 
contrary our usual practice, have retained its original form direct 
address. have chosen publish precisely was delivered, with the 
exception slight verbal change made here and there, order remove 
some obscurity resulting from the author’s foreign idiom.] 


was with feeling reluctance that accepted the 
invitation address English and American audience. 
the proposition, however, came from Dr. Hamlin, friend 
duty accede his wishes. Knowing that was address 
you language foreign me, seemed very natural that 

for the uncouthness style and diction. 

intend this evening invite your attention episode 
the history the Greek church Constantinople the 
beginning the seventeenth century, when battle was 
fought this city between Catholics, Greeks, and Protes- 
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tants, and sustained for many years, until the disappearance 
the hero the battle. mighty struggle, which 
would have been full eventful consequences for the Greek 
church had the champion been permitted live. 

Why have chosen subject this Why talk 
ecclesiastical matters, and ecclesiastical strifes, that have 
marred the beauty and embittered the sweetness the 
Christian faith! because Constantinople has been, 
from the earliest ages, one the great nursery-places 
Christianity. Even political point view has been 
acting prominent part the history the world for the 
space sixteen hundred years. First, insignificant city, 
became the capital Christian and Turkish empire. 
Rome and Athens are revered for what they but Con- 
stantinople still full life. traveller passes its solitary 
streets look decayed monuments vestiges past 
glory. still lives life bloom, life its former days. 
Can the same said its sister cities, Rome and Athens? 

Those you who have visited the heights 
over Scutari, know that above the fountains and the ordi- 
nary lounging-places visitors cluster trees, under 
which find shelter from the scorching sun the flocks that 
graze upon those treeless hills. What magnificent view! 
How lavishly beautiful the scene before you. How solemn 
for Christian! your left are the hills Bithynia, the 
foot which stand the poor and neglected hamlets Nice, 
where, 825, was drawn Christian fathers the Nicene 
Creed, dear all Christians. Under your fect stands Cady- 
kivy, where, 451, was assembled the fourth Ecumenical 
synod. Look now over the city, that portentious city, 
still, beautiful, that you would willingly blot 
from the book history the numberless crimes that have 
contaminated it. before you, though cringing be- 
fore the majestic dome St. Sophia, stands the church 
St. Ireni, now the armory the Turkish government. 
these halls, now filled with spears, battle-axes, guns, and 
armor, was settled, 482, the sacred dogma the 
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Trinity, left incomplete the fathers the Nicene Synod. 
immense cross still stands over the place where the fa- 
thers officiated that day. Look now St. Sophia, and gaze 
upon the square front it, where have walked nearly 
the Fathers the Christian church. Look not the majesty 
the massive structure, and the inestimable riches its 
antique columns, that once served support and embellish 
heathen temples. that church Chrysostom has preached 
there thundered against the vices and profligacy the 
Byzantine court and the cold indifference the Christian 
public. that church, three hundred years afterwards, 
officiated the patriarch Photius, under whose patriarchate 
began the schism which has divided for ever the two sister 
churches, Roman and Greek schism, that originated from 
interested, worldly motives, and finished series anath- 
emas between the pope and patriarch. 

The crusaders, 1204, ejected the Greeks and their patri- 
arch from this church, till, fifty years afterwards, the Greeks, 
repossessing it, purified anew from the pollution 
foreign and hated religion. This was its third consecration. 
There would not place enough write upon those marble 
walls the iniquitous deeds that have been perpetrated under 
that unparalleled dome. Allow now tell the Christian 
spectator the last heart-rending scene, which one should 
forget entering this magnificent temple. 

Fourteen years before the fall Constantinople, the Greek 
emperor, with his nobles and clergy, went Rome, effect 
the union the two churches, which time had sadly alien- 
ated from each other. The object the Greeks was not 
much the union the church, the promised help against 
the hordes Turks that were closing upon the doomed 
city and The pope and his clergy thought that 


offering them protection and armed assistance they 


overcome the stubbornness the Greeks, and easily induce 
them enter into union with the Catholic church. Their 
patriarch would then become suffragan bishop the pope. 
The truth is, that human aid could have saved Constan- 
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tinople those times, when the Greeks, instead betaking 
themselves arms, and fighting their own battles, preferred 
monasteries and nunneries, where unworthiness 
lence revel their utter satisfaction. 

They went Italy humble supplicants. Their souls 
were bent down the danger from the Turks, and the an- 
tipathy their nation union with the Latin church; 
for most the Greeks were ignorant the true motives 
this extraordinary mission foreign lands. Much they 
accepted, much they but they could not bend 
their necks abject servitude the pope Rome. They 
left, despised and scorned, hooted heretics and schismatics, 
fit easy prey their Turkish enemies. 

the May, 1453, the Greeks, perfectly 
conscious their inability prolong their resistance against 
the hordes that were preparing for final and desperate 
assault the next day, assembled for the last time the 
church St. Sophia. There the emperor, with his nobles, 
generals, and all the distinguished inhabitants the city, 
came together for the last time, partake the communion, 
and prepare for death. The patriarch officiated. Only 
small number those who were seeking protection the 
St. Sophia (according popular belief that 
angel from heaven would there protect them) could enter 
the church. The scene was solemn interest. All over 
the church resounded prayers, such the human soul offers 
only times danger. Sobs and tears, wailings and heart- 
rending cries, filled the vast church, from its outer portico 
its inner temple. Before partaking the communion for 
the last time they pardoned each other, and were reconciled 
man was the most solemn day the history 
this far-famed church. That night empire was fall. 
The emperor, his warriors, and ministers were die upon 
those walls. That church was become mosque. Those 
women were become widows, and many maiden, wife 
her dreaded enemy. Before the morrow’s sun set upon that 
lost city Mohammed II. was pray upon that Christian 
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altar. More than this,— with him was come the grim 
angel destruction, and, sitting upon that Christian altar, 
would defying the whole Christendom for ages come, 
mocking her armies, and insulting her kings. 

The next day, three the afternoon, the Turkish em- 
peror prayed the inner sanctuary, and the voice the 
muezzin was heard from the pulpit where Chrysostom and 
Photius preached. 

Such was the last and fourth consecration this magnifi- 
church. Did the Catholics, their imprecations 
against the stubbornness the Greeks, and their refusal 
afford them protection against the Turks, ever dream the 
horrors which Constantinople, passing into Ottoman 
hands, would bring upon their own heads? That small 
point land which call the Seraglio, and which incloses 
the imperial Ottoman residence, has been for more than 
three centuries the most unmerciful scourge the Christian 
name. Hungary, Transylvania, and Bohemia for many years 
trembled the name Such was the alarm 
Christendom occasioned the incursions the Turks, that 
Rodolph 1592, instituted, the Roman and Hunga- 
rian empire, the bell the Turks, which morning, noon, 
and evening summoned the faithful the church, ask 
God’s aid against such terrible enemy the Turk. Their 
cities were ruined their inhabitants butchered, flayed, and 
quartered; their women and maidens led into ignominious 
slavery their churches turned into mosques and stables; 
their ambassadors imprisoned and slaughtered. 
itself was for many years obliged pay large tribute, 
order save its frontiers from the continual depradations 
its Ottoman neighbors. time that the treaty peace 
was renewed, concluded with this phrase: Graciously 
accorded the sultan, always victorious, the infidel king 
Vienna, always conquered.? 

Venice itself, the powerful republic the Middle Ages, 


Hammer (French translation), Vol. VII. 264. 
Hammer, Vol. VIII. 73. 
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trembled the thoughts Turkish war. Her maritime 
cities were devastated the Turkish navies and the daring 
corsairs the African coast. Turkish fleet arrived the 
very door Rome, and, after ravaging the coast Italy and 
Sicily, came triumphant into Constantinople, richly laden 
with spoils and comely maidens from Christian lands. 

not justified saying that Constantinople has acted 
prominent part the history the Christian Was 
not this city that originated that division which has 
kept asunder the two great families the Christian world 
What fiendish spirit animates, this day, the two churches 
against each other? the time the crusades the spirit 
opposition the Latins knew bounds; for those who 
have studied their history know that the object these 
daring and fanatical men was not only retrieve from the 
hands the Moslems the sacred cities our religion, but 
subject, possible, the Christians the East the do- 
minion the pope. The ill-success the Synod Florence 
still more embittered the Greeks against the Latins, till the 
former publicly declared that were better wear the 
Turkish turban than the Frank cap. all this, the 
Venetians, long before the Turkish dominion, and for years 
afterwards, occupied many the islands the Archipelago, 
and were impolitic appropriate themselves the 
best churches the promoting public offices 
every Catholic, and entirely neglecting those the inhabi- 
tants who preferred remaining faithful the religion 
their fathers. Why, then, did the Venetians complain that 
their Greek subjects always favored the Turks against them, 
and often betrayed them, their utter surprise? The 
Greeks body were not harassed the Turks they 
were the Venetians. The Turks rarely molested their 
religion. times trouble, they might easily quiet the 
avarice their rulers presents and money. was nat- 
ural for Turk despise their religion but that Chris- 
tian nation should profane their churches, and exert itself 


the utmost deride what them, their slavery, was 
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the greatest boon heaven, was insupportable offence. 
this day the Catholic this country calls the Greek 
schismatic, which the Greek readily repays, calling him 
dog. 

have been thus prolix observations this division 
the two churches, order show whence has originated 
the feeling animosity which still very violent between 
these two churches. You will, think, better understand 
the spirit which actuated the patriarch Cyril his connec- 
tions with the Latin church. 

Cyril Lucar, the Greeks call him 
was born the island 1572. The island was 
then the hands the Venetians, and enjoyed, under the 
rule that despotic government, more liberty than was 
found other parts Greece subject Turkey, and 
more security from the lawless incursions the Turkish 
corsairs. 

All the Greeks those times who were desirous obtain- 
ing liberal education repaired the universities Venice 
and Padova, where they studied general literature, mathe- 
matics, medicine. Cyril, pursuing his studies, became 
extremely interested the reformation Germany, 
appears from his subsequent letters many distinguished 
Protestants. Knowing that there was little truth what 
heard read them Italy, determined travel 
Germany order study their opinions, and thence return 
his native country. had studied the Italian and Latin, 
with both which appears his correspondence have 
been very familiar. After completing his course study 
Italy, repaired Geneva, where became acquainted 
with many the leading Protestants. Here had ample 
opportunities familiarizing himself with the opinions 
the Reformers. From Geneva travelled Holland, Ger- 
many, and England, where the Protestant religion was highly 
favored Queen Elizabeth. know little more than the 
simple itinerary Cyril through these countries, his 
sole object was study the sayings and doings the Protes- 
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tant Reformers, and peruse their various polemical works, 
that absorbed the minds Europeans that age. What 
know these travels collected from his letters 
ferent individuals the latter part his life. his return. 
from Europe, sailed directly Alexandria, where near 
relative his, Meletius was occupying 
archal throne Alexandria. Meletius, though born Can- 
dia, and under Catholic rule, was all his life warring 
against the Latin church. also was educated Padova, 
for the medical profession, but, the close his studies, left 
the university without his medical degree, because was 
required him take oath allegiance the Latin 
church. mention this fact because the character Mele- 
tius may have influenced the subsequent life Cyril. 

Soon after his arrival Alexandria, Cyril was ordained 
priest. the death the patriarch Constantinople, 
tius was called occupy the throne till the election 
new patriarch. Cyril accompanied him Constanti- 
nople. Here became acquainted with the principal men 
his nation, who had occasion admire the talents Cyril 
pulpit orator the patriarchal church Phanar. 

While resided Constantinople Meletius sent Cyril 
Poland, prevent, possible, the union the Greek 
churches with the Latins. Sigismond, Poland, after 
many ineffectual efforts, found impossible persuade 
accede his wishes. The king was afraid Cyril’s 
influence with the neighboring Cossacks, who were not only 
ready take arms defence their tenets, but unite 
with the Protestants against the fanatical Sigismond. The 
king, however, baffled all their efforts, for routed the 
assembled Cossacks, pursued Cyril and his colleague, the 
latter whom arrested, and immediately quartered. 
Cyril barely escaped with his life. arrived Constanti- 
nople with the firm conviction that the Greek church can- 
not cope with the Roman, unless union effected with 
the Protestant powers. Such seems have been the result 
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this mission the Polish churches upon the mind 
Cyril. 

Cyril Meletius the patriarchal throne Alex- 
andria 1602, being then thirty years old.. From this date 
1621, when was first called the see Constantinople, 
there very little said the tranquil life Cyril. 
1612 was called Constantinople the unanimous 
voice his nation, occupy the throne till the election 
patriarch. his vicarage, travelled Walla- 
chia, and thence mount Athos, examining the monasteries 
and their libraries. Thence sailed directly his see 
Egypt. Leaving now Cyril Alexandria, allow say 
few words the busy stage Eastern affairs. 

was the year 1602, when Cyril was elected patriarch 
Alexandria, that the Jesuits for the first time established 
school Galata, under the protection the French am- 
bassador. this time all the 
ambassadors Constantinople were Catholics, representing 
Catholic powers. ambassadors were well treated 
highly favored the French, for Turkey and France were 
always political friends, both interested subduing Charles 
and his successors the throne Austria. Some years 
before, the Christian world, according the expression 
Von Hammer, saw with amazement French and Turkish 
fleet, under Barbarossa, ravaging the coast 
the exception France, every other Catholic power was 
with the Turks, paying times tribute keep off 
marauding parties from its territories. this account all 
foreign subjects frequently demanded 
and the Latin church wisely from the beginning sheltered 
itself under the banner France. This explains the pre- 
ponderance France all litigious religious questions 
the East. 

Queen Elizabeth for the first time 1579, sent three 
English merchants the sultan, demanding protection for 
their vessels and their traders the Levant. Following the 
usages all European ambassadors the Porte, she fur- 
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nished the first regular ambassador 1583, William Hare- 
bone, with sundry presents the sultan and his officers, 
among which stand conspicuous nine bull-dogs. Edward 
Burton, the successor Harebone, was extremely well 
treated the sultan and his officers. 

Soon after the arrival the English ambassador, envoys 
came Constantinople from the States-General Holland 
and from Sweden, who, together with the English ambassador, 
stood aloof from their colleagues the Catholic emperors. 

appears from what know the instructions these 
ambassadors, that they were recommended promote, all 
the their power, the Catholic faith among the Chris- 
tians the fact, the Catholic faith had been 
sadly weakened and exposed Europe, much the more 
China, and among the Mongols, the Jesuits were strenuous 
their efforts, converting and baptizing such loose man- 
ner, that their converts, after their reception the Christian 
church, were neither heathen nor Christians. This untiring 
activity the Jesuits soon showed itself Constantinople, 
where their influence was frequently counteracted the 
interposition the Protestant ambassadors. their newly 
established school Galata they received children all 
classes, but particularly the Greeks. Some the Greek 
clergy repaired hear their instruction, other school 
Constantinople was open for instruction European learn- 
ing and science. The Jesuits hoped that this school they 
might educate some the Greek clergy, and their means 
bring about the much-desired union the two churches, 
rather the subjection the Greeks the pope. Cyril seems 
have been studying all these movements the 
not only Constantinople, but Syria and Palestine. 

extremely fortunate for the history the Greek 
church those days that Cyril’s correspondence with many 
Protestants has been preserved and published different 
times. very important letter the one written John 
Nytterbogaert, from Wallachia, 1613, when Cyril was 
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returning Alexandria from Constantinople. appears 
from the text this letter, published Amsterdam, 1718, 
that Nytterbogaert had demanded Cyril’s opinion the 
state the Greek churches. The following the title 
the letter, written Latin. Cyril, pope and patriarch 
Alexandria, the most learned and revered John Nytterbo- 
gaert, minister the divine word the Christian church 
Hague. Beloved brother Jesus Christ: Salutation and 
peace from the Lord Jesus few extracts will 
answer our purpose. Says Cyril: these days calamity 
cannot openly speak declare the truth. 
cating, however, with you, and your can speak 
with can unite with you, because you act 
Christian manner, you love the peace Christ, and desire 


true union the Lord. Should err whatever write, 


you will not this account burn cauldron, stretch 
upon burning embers, terrify the sight the 
executioner. The church Christ cannot supported 
such torments; the contrary, they weaken it. Admonish 
brotherly love. Whatever man declares true 
and infallible, let examine the scriptures and the gospel. 
fully persuaded that ought not neglect those duties 
friendship and Christian charity which have happily 
commenced between us, and the means which, may 
increase the knowledge truth and piety. should 
pray the all-merciful God assist our designs his 
grace, and that his Holy Spirit may never depart from our 
hearts. You ask that should write you what our con- 
fession faith. Please favor your first letter with 
your confession faith, for which you have much suf- 

Cyril, giving the Dutch minister the confession his 
church, says: Substantially, there difference between 
us. Our sentiments are the same.” There remark 
Cyril the minor ceremonies the Church which con- 
sider extremely important. this Though the members 
the church Rome profess that human institutions are 
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necessary that those who trespass against them cannot 
saved; we, however, believe that only the 
tions are certain and infallible, and the human, indifferent, 
subject fallacy. this account subject them the 
word the scriptures, the gospel, and the Holy Spirit. 
Should they found good and useful, accept them 
not, certainly reject them.” 

Hear now what Cyril says the patriarchate Constan- 
tinople, which occupied ten years afterwards: The 
patriarch Constantinople the most powerful, and the 
same time the most unhappy, the four patriarchs for the 
Turks, not regarding the fitness the candidate, confirm the 
one who gives them the largest sum money.” 

Cyril, after describing the manner which the patriarchs 
are elected, and the sects with whom the Greek church has 
communion, says, that often talks religious matters 
with the members his flock, and his bishops, whose igno- 
rance everywhere bitterly deplores. account this 
ignorance, says Cyril, the Jesuits have been allowed estab- 
lish themselves Constantinople for the instruction the 
youth. Their gain the gain the fox among the poultry. 

After describing the persecutions the Greek church 
Muscovy and Poland, which was eye-witness, and 
the wicked machinations the Romish church against the 
unprotected Greek churches established Turkey, says: 
hope always united with you; depend upon 
your spiritual admonitions, also give you our spiritual 


benediction your opposition the Roman church. that 


united, and embracing our spirit the orthodox faith 
Christ, may able accomplish the duties our high 
vocation, combating faith, and always defending the 
truth, for the increase the Catholic church, for the ever- 
lasting glory God the Father, and his only Son and Holy 
Spirit, whose blessing and grace may always with you, 
that may bless your exertions the accomplishment 
your pious duties, and for the spiritual benefit those who 
hear your mellifluous 
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finishing his letter, thanks the States-General for the 
books which they sent him. demanded special 
favor from Nytterbogaert, have collection Protestant 
works, and short history their authors, sent him 
Cairo. There spirit love and Christian affection 
this long epistle. Cyril violent only when talks the 
Catholics, and their emissaries the Jesuits. Now, had this 
letter been translated and published that time among his 
countrymen, would certainly have been deposed, and prob- 
ably excommunicated. Greek patriarch giving the right 
hand fellowship Protestant minister, telling him that 
there great difference between us, and fraternizing 
heartily with the Protestants against the Catholics, would 
have wounded the Greeks and the Turks. From the earliest 
times this very day, has been the custom among the 
Grecks upbraiding each other use the term 
and this time, however, the greatest miscreant 
termed Lutheran,” or, the Greeks generally pro- 
nounced it, evidently derived from the Catholics 
these countries, who cannot pronounce the the Greeks. 
Think now distinguished Greek patriarch, highly 
educated man, uniting himself with Protestant Lutheran 
communities! 

another letter the same minister, written Constan- 
tinople the year before, tells him that difficult 
introduce these countries anything new the church. 
says Cyril, never consent it, for would 
scandalize all 

Cyril, few years afterwards, became acquainted with 
distinguished traveller those times, David Wilhclm, 
member the council the Prince Orange. was 
born Hamburg, distinguished family. After studying 
various universities Germany, travelled the East, 
and visited Egypt and Jerusalem 1617-18-19. Cyril became 
intimately acquainted with him. Maurice Wilhelm, his 
brother, has published numerous letters Cyril the 
traveller, written 1618 and 1619. appears from. these 


LIFE THE PATRIARCH CYRIL. 465 


letters that Cyril had frequent conversations with the accom- 
plished traveller, who furnished him with the latest works 
the Reformation. these letters religion the principal 
topic. one them, Cyril says: “If reform 
church, would with all heart; but God knows 
that Before entering upon the eventful 
history Cyril’s patriarchate, must not omit mention 
letter which Cyril wrote George Abbot, 1616, then 
archbishop Canterbury. Abbot advised the patriarch 
send England some his clergy, study theology the 
expense the English government. Cyril selected certain 
Metrophanes, who afterwards occupied the patriarchal see 
Alexandria. travelled through Germany, and became 
acquainted with many distinguished individuals that coun- 
try. While Europe, Metrophanes wrote, the request 
the Protestants, confession faith, which highly 
esteemed the Greeks themselves. appears the letter 
Cyril the archbishop, that James was graciously 
pleased invite Cyril send young priest study 
the English universities, order able his return 
confound the Jesuits, who were disputing with the Greeks. 
was the recommendation the archbishop Canter- 
bury that the ambassador England exerted himself favor 
Cyril after years. letter the archbishop Cyril, 
thus expresses about James quote his words) 
not only diligent hearer holy discourses, and 
guest the tremendous table the Lord, but also, which 
more than example, and the greatest thing this great mon- 
arch, discusses learnedly the abstruse mysteries 
the school with the bishops best practised the arena 

1621 the patriarchal throne Constantinople became 
vacant the death Timothy. the exertions the Eng- 
lish and Dutch ambassadors, and the efforts the Greeks, 
among whom Cyril enjoyed high reputation, pious and 
learned prelate, was unanimously elected the vacant 


throne, which took possession the fifth November. 
XXIII. No. 91. 
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Rome and the Jesuits were extremely disappointed the 
election Cyril. was declared and open-faced enemy 
them, and public openly advised his nation keep 
aloof from the society the Jesuits and the instructions 
the Roman Catholics, which were perverting the Greek nation. 
But the Jesuits raised enemies against him from his own 
clergy, and, bribing the government officials, and promising 
aid new candidate favorable their views, they obtained 
his deposition, and exile the island Tenedos, after 
patriarchate sixteen months. 

Two patriarchs occupied the throne Constantinople 
after Cyril. Gregory IV., after patriarchate seventy- 
three days, was exiled Rhodes, and there put death. 
His successor, Anthimus II., gave his resignation, and retired 
monastic mount Athos. Cyril was recalled for 
the second time the beginning 1624, and, occupying the 
throne for number years, had time and opportunity 

the pernicious influence his mortal enemies, 
the Jesuits. appears that the ambassadors England 
and Venice were divided the successor Cyril. 
the French ambassador, Count Cesi, the English envoy, Sir 
Thomas Roe, says, the memoirs which has left his 
residence Constantinople: The French ambassador was 
his this subject, the Venetian archives say: 
patriarch has made known the baylo that has 
discovered plot the Jesuits order depose him, and 
elect, with the assistance the French ambassador, certain 
Caloyer, monk, their dependant” and again, the Greek 
patriarch was deposed the machinations the Jesuits, 
aided Von Hammer says: ambassadors 
England and Holland were actively engaged the Porte 
for the re-election the Greek patriarch Cyril, who had been 
deposed the intrigues the Their united 
efforts destroyed their credit. was dis- 
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cord between the Dutch and French ambassadors, the latter 
whom protected the Jesuits, out hatred the Vene- 
France not only pretended exclude the republic 
from the protection Jerusalem and Bethlehem, from the 
churches Pera and Galata, but she exerted herself put 
the Jesuits the place the Franciscans, and establish 
school that order Pera. appears that the republic 
all these troublesome times was represented men 
high political character. was continually opposing the 
influence the French ambassador. The Venetian archives 
speaking the baylo, Simone Contareni, say: 
baylo prevents the erection school Pera the 
Jesuits for the instruction the children the Perotes. 
account its proximity, and for other reasons, consid- 
ered pernicious, and have prevented it.” The English 
ambassador then Constantinople was Sir Thomas Roe, 
who has left us, antiquated style, many particulars 
the petty strifes the ambassadors. had instructions 
from his government protect Cyril the utmost, and 
thwart the influence the Jesuits the East. Cyril 
says: for the patriarch himself, not doubt but that 
and the Jesuits these parts brand him.” 

The Dutch ambassador, Cornelius Haga, principally 
known the writings and correspondence Cyril, who 
speaks him man learning and piety. was 
untiring his efforts promote the welfare Cyril, and 
propagate Protestant principles the Greek community. 
This ambassador established for the first time Protestant 
church Galata. Cyril had been for long time acquainted 
with Haga, whom first met, years ago, the island 
Patmos, visit the famous monastery that island. 
French ambassador resided permanently Constantinople, 
and his residence seems have been the general rendezvous 
the Catholics, their endeavors separate the Protestants 
from the Greeks, and bring them over their own faith. 

Besides these ambassadors, there generally resided this 
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city ambassador from the state Ragusa, and the Aus- 
trian, called those days the Caesarean, orator. speaking 
these ambassadors, quote part the instructions gfven 
the baylo Venice: was enjoined oppose the 
designs the Jesuits who had established seminary, and 
protect the Greek church.” Though the Jesuits had 
been established Constantinople ever since 1601, when 
they first opened school Galata, the church called St. 
Benoit, there had already settled before them the Franciscan 
and Dominican orders, who were growing jealous the 
influence the Jesuits, who pretended have, besides their 
other privileges, the sole guardianship the sacred church 
Jerusalem. They had already, 1616, suffered dire per- 
secution, were cast into prison, and the incessant inter- 
cessions the French ambassador, and present thirty 
thousand ducats, were finally set Such, few 
words, were the combatants who strove for supremacy. 
often, however, being thwarted 
designs the independent and ferocious character the 
reigning sultan, Murad, the most sanguinary ruler that ever 
sat the throne Turkey. 

appears from curious document written the 
chancellor those days, and happily preserved the papers 
David Wilhelm, that the school the Jesuits, there 
were very few Latin scholars. the instruction was gra- 
tuitous, and the difficulties obtaining 
where extremely difficult, was soon filled with Greek 
scholars, and their means the Jesuits ingratiated them- 
selves the favor the Greek people. 

Cyril and his bishops prudently advised the parents 
the children avoid the Jesuits and their school, 
could not but cause serious disturbance the peace 
the church. There were public anathemas, scan- 
dalous libels, wound the feelings the Jesuits and their 
protectors. 

Roman Catholic party who had previously deposed 
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Cyril, saw with favor his installation the cost sixty 
thousand rix-dollars the Greek community. Never before 
was such sum paid the Turkish government; and 
true say that, even this day, immense sums are ex- 
pended such occasions. was about this time that the 
court Rome sent Constantinople Greek priest, Archim- 
andrite, apostate from his faith, who came lodge the 
residence the French ambassador. This emissary the 
Propaganda declared the Jesuits that they need not 
despond lose courage; that twenty thousand dollars 
would soon transmitted them from Rome, order 
depose Cyril, and elect some one his place, whose filial 
obedience would indubitable that for this object, they 
were authorized the pope make use the ten thousand 
rix-dollars that had been bequeathed French widow for 
charities. 

the month February 1624 certain Berille was sent 
Constantinople accuse Cyril treacherous connection 
with the Cossacks, who were then infesting and plundering 
the coast the Black Sea with their armed war-boats. Soon 
after arrived Constantinople certain Cannachio Rossi, 
Levantine extraction, and the Catholic faith, with man- 
date signed and sealed Cardinal Brandini favor 
Cyril. Sir Thomas Roe, speaking this man, says: In- 
structions given Cannachio Rossi, Greek undertaking 
reconcile the Greek church with the This mandate, 
written Italian, and seven articles, without address. 
will not weary your patience the recital the whole. 
Some paragraphs are curious and worthy note. For ex- 
ample, the second article: “The church Rome has 
always desired union and fellowship with all the churches, 
particularly with the Eastern, which has received many 
marks favor from the Catholic church. For this 
has established and maintains college for young Greeks 
her own expense, that this nation, noble and ingenious, 
may again flourish piety and literature, former days. 
Our lord the pope, protector and father the Greek 
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nation, you yourselves particularly know, and have re- 
marked with your own eyes, would spend immense sums 
money reconcile such noble member the church, and 
assist that patriarchal see which depends the rest the 
..... hear that sends young men study 
new doctrines the university England, and disseminate 
them afterwards the Levant. ..... Should these reports 
calumnious, and should able exonerate himself 
before his holiness the pope, then let him prove this before 
the ambassadors France and ..... 
these let him send his holiness his confession faith, 
which accepts the Council Florence, and condemns the 
errors the Calvinists and His holiness 
demands other condition but the simple acceptation 
the Council Florence, provided that the Greek church 
condemns and anathematizes, has done this day, the 
blasphemies the northern heretics, Lutherans, Calvinists, 
and the like.” 

writing history, such has been transmitted 
Greek and Catholic historians. Von Hammer, the pro- 
found historian, plainly relates the facts. Think man- 
date this nature sent the descendants those very 
men whose ancestors preferred death union with the 
Latin church. Think man like Cyril, whose whole life 
was spent endeavors check the influence the Catholic 
faith among his people, called such haughty terms 
announce publicly the rejection his faith, and anathema- 
tize the whole body Protestants! Well, indeed, acted 
not taking the least notice this mandate. 

But the Jesuits insisted having his answer and not 
being able persuade the patriarch himself, betook them- 
selves fraction the Greek bishops, some whom are 
always ready enter into plots for the deposition the 
patriarch, they this very day. Twenty thousand 
rix-dollars were offered them, should they succeed 
deposing Cyril. 

Soon after the arrival Rossi the court Rome sent 
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antipatriarch Constantinople, who, conjointly with the 
Jesuits, took all ecclesiastical matters into his hands. was 
then that the Franciscans and Dominicans, always jealous 
the Jesuits, unison with the baylo Venice, and assisted 
the influence the patriarch and his friends, pushed the 
Turkish government imprison all the emissaries the 
pope. Thus fell for time the machinations the Jesuits 
against Cyril and his church. Cyril, who had often lamented 
the ignorance his people, and observed how inferior 
knowledge were his bishops, determined 
introduce Greek printing-press into Constantinople, the 
means instructing his people and disseminating books 
among them. This was the first printing-press established 
Constantinople. June 1627, monk Cephalonia, 
Nicodemus arrived Constantinople, English 
merchant vessel, with the Greek types, cast Holland and 
England under his personal superintendence. his arrival 
Metax4 sent immediately the patriarch, obtain his 
assistance the establishment the printing-press. 
warmly recommended him Sir Thomas Roe, the English 
ambassador, whose interest, the press and all his books 
passed the custom-house without noise and loss time. 

The ambassador thought that the enterprise, though honest 
itself and highly conducive the welfare the Greek 
nation, could not prosper unless enjoyed the special 
tion the patriarch. Cornelius Haga also aided powerfully 
the establishment the press. Sir Thomas Roe, after obtain- 
ing the public permission the grand vizier, received his 
residence the books and types, and took under his special 
protection Metax4 and the whole establishment. Cyril de- 
manded particular favor that the press might set 
the English embassy. The ambassador having refused 
from private motives, rented house, which paid, 
protected his own. 

The house was soon prepared, not far from the English 
embassy, but nearer the residence the French ambassador. 
had arranged his establishment, when the 
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Jesuit party invited him their convent, declaring that 
should unite with them, might able this manner 
confound the reports current the city, his having 
studied England and become tainted with Lutheran here- 
sies. however, intent, following his plan, was 
not the least discouraged the reports his being 
heretic and Lutheran, and his types having been cast 
with the arms the king England. Finally was 
warned take care himself, emissaries were paid 
stab him night, bed, the street, leaving the 
English embassy. These reports induced the ambassador 
take Metax4 into his own from thence the morn- 
ing repaired his establishment, and returned late 
the afternoon, accompanied guards the embassy. 

Thus far the enemies had not been able obtain 
any palpable proofs his guilty machinations. this time 
Cyril printed Metax4’s press small treatise the faith 
the Greek churches. The treatise abstained from contro- 
versy, criticism others’ opinions. fact, was 
apology his people, among whom was rumored that 
the patriarch was introducing new doctrines, the great 
scandal his flock. intended dedicate the work 
the king Great Britain, and was writing the letter ded- 
ication while the work was going through the press. 
the meanwhile, the Jesuits could not brook the idea 
Greek patriarch dedicating religious book the heretical 
king England. the work was not their hands, they 
brought forward another work, written Cyril against the 
Jews, printed England, and imported Constantinople 
According this book, his enemies declared 
that the patriarch, speaking against the Jews, blasphemes 
the religion the Koran; that personage 
versed the science arms and war; that, under the sem- 
blance instructing his nation, undermining the Mos- 
lem religion; that many the books composed the 
patriarch were sent the Cossacks, ferment insurrec- 
tion soon the sultan should undertake his expedition 
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into Asia that all these infamous proceedings against religion 
and the peace the empire, were silently concocted under the 
auspices Sir Thomas Roe, the English ambassador. The 
man who was the means communicating these accusations 
the grand vizier, was Turk, formerly vayvode Galata, 
and highly esteemed the vizier for the amenity his 
conversation. 

The grand vizier, highly exasperated these reports, 
determined surprise Metax4 his iniquitous proceedings. 
therefore ordered band Janissaries proceed 
house and press, and seize all his papers and proof- 
sheets, order that they may examined the Porte. 
was agreed effect all this great secrecy, Friday, 
the 4th January, 1628. the meanwhile, the French 
ambassador, having learned that Sir Thomas Roe was 
have party his hotel Sunday, the 6th January, 
day Epiphany, and that among his guests, were the patri- 
arch Cyril, and the baylo Venice, postponed the attack 
that day. 

About noon that Sunday, one hundred and fifty Janis- 
saries surrounded the house putting the same 
time all the gates the English embassy. that 
very hour, company with the secretary the 
English ambassador, was returning Pera from the church 
Galata. The Janissaries fell upon them, and mistaking 
Metax4 for secretary the ambassador (for seems 
have worn similar dress), was suffered escape safety 
the English embassy, whose gates had been abandoned 
the guards. Frustrated their attempts seize 
the Janissaries repaired his establishment, broke all his 
chests, carried off his furniture, tables, presses, papers, books, 
silver cups, and money, the value four thousand rix- 
dollars. This foraging party was met the street 
French dragoman, who told the Janissaries that was 
the English palace. The captain the Janissaries wisely 

Sir Thomas Roe, who knew whence all these scandalous 
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proceedings had originated, entertained his company through 
the day, though nothing had happened. The next day 
books were examined two renegade 
Cyril’s treatise, which had been particularly complained 
the Jesuits, was the object most 
The contents the books were explained the grand vizier 
the moolahs, and all the obnoxious passages translated 
them. Nothing was detected that, according Musul- 
man law, could subject the author the printer capital 
punishment. There was proof the accusations brought 
against the patriarch. The final decision the 
remarkable. Dogmas against the precepts Mohammed 
cannot accounted blasphemies crimes. the sultan has 
graciously permitted the Christians profess their doctrines, 
they cannot accounted guilty printing preaching 
publicly whatever they believe. not the difference 
but the scandal, which punishable the laws.” 

Three days after the attack house, the ambas- 
sador England paid visit the grand vizier, accompanied 
the customary retinue state representations. 
have spoken with freedom which injured innocence only 
employs. told the vizier that his highness had given 
permission the establishment the printing-press, that 
knew and the business which conducted hon- 
that the insult was though perpetrated against 
the embassy itself; that that day nothing nad been 
printed the press without previous consultation with him. 
hoped, finally, that his highness would satisfied, after 
the examination the books, the innocence their con- 
tents. Finally, Sir Thomas, firm manner, told the vizier 
that was his duty exonerate himself from the accusations 
which would brought against him, should believe the 
reports the true enemies the state, the Jesuits. 

These observations the ambassador seemed have stung 
the quick the irascible vizier. promised punish the 
instigators these foul proceedings. The ambassador left, 
assured the grand vizier’s affection for him and his friends. 
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The mufti seem from this day have become particularly 
friendly Cyril, who all occasions was highly extolled 
the English. The day after the attack 
printing-press, Cannachio Rossi called the patriarch, 
ascertain his opinion the seven articles the mandate. 
the same time there arrived from Rome new emissaries, 
accusing the patriarch seditious attempts overthrow the 
Ottoman empire, and secret correspondence with the 
Protestant ambassadors. league seems have been 
formed about this time the Catholic ambassadors against 
the influence Cyril. The relations the Catholic ambas- 
sadors fully confess it. Cyril this time was very intimate 
with the English ambassador they were often seen 
the streets together, the great annoyance their enemies, 
the Jesuits. 

The English ambassador could not resent the affront 
the Jesuits. could not but perceive their bitter animos- 
ity, and the assistance afforded them the Catholic am- 
bassadors, and Rome itself, through its continual emissa- 
ries. Sir Thomas, uniting his efforts with the venerable 
baylo Venice, determined show the Jesuits that their 
assault upon and Cyril had remained unpunished, 
was not account weakness, but from unwillingness 
their part harm. 

After the examination Metax4’s books and the sentence 
the mufti, the Jesuits retired the French embassy, 
where they remained hidden for two weeks. few days 
after, they were seized Janissaries, their convent St. 
Benoit ransacked, and they themselves put irons, and 
imprisoned for whole month. Cannachio Rossi was also 
arrested and put chains. Finally, Sir Thomas Roe and 
his friends, fearing lest the Jesuits should put death, 
interceded for them. After many deliberations, the Turkish 
government expelled them from all the dominions the 
sultan. demanded, moreover, that all books 
and furniture confiscated their request should returned 
him. The Turkish government sent commissioners 
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Scio, Smyrna, Aleppo, and Cyprus, order banish all the 
members this order who were found these and 
other provinces the empire. All the influence the 
French ambassador could not prevent the execution this 
measure. even demanded his passports. The grand 
vizier, according Sir Thomas, told the French envoy, That 
the grand signor did esteeme the French kyng ancient 
and good friend, and could not believe that his amitye de- 
pended upon the necessity protecting traitors force, 
against the rule buon the Jesuits, this 
part his memoirs, Sir Thomas says: hope they shall 
little trouble the poor Greek church, hereafter who hath 
spent, and indebted their practices, twelve thousand dol- 
lars, besides this last insurrection against the stamp, the life 
the patriarch, and these infamous proceed- 
ings against the printing-press, established for the 
tion the painful observe the efforts 
European ambassadors pushed such Vandalic acts 
religious fanaticism. will give you the text the Austrian 
and Catholic historian, Von Hammer; says: Austria 
sent her representative, Jean Louis, baron Kuefstein. 
The instructions the new ambassador contained many 
points relating the Franciscans and Jesuits. demanded 
for the Franciscans the body the Saint, John Capistran, 
fallen into the hands the Greeks Vilak, and for the 
Jesuits their admission the empire, virtue the seventh 
article the Treaty Vienna. failed both, well 
his efforts unite the two churches, and prevent 
the establishment Greek printing-press. 
not more fortunate its efforts obtain the election 
Catholic patriarch, demand inserted the instructions 
the ambassador the instigation Lamormain, confessor 
the emperor.” 

Such short account the first introduction 
printing-press into Constantinople. Only single copy 
its few publications has been saved, and seen the 
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public library Athens. The attack the Janissaries, and 
the subsequent expulsion the Jesuits, produced immense 
sensation Constantinople. The Greeks, their exultation 
the defeat the Jesuits, were unanimous their praise 
Cyril, whose influence had done much defeat this order. 

well remark, that reading Turkish history 
those days, you should bear mind that Turkey was then 
powerful despotic power, ruled capricious and cruel 
sultan, and that the ambassadors then residing 
Constantinople enjoyed very little consideration. corrob- 
oration this sentiment, may mention here, that 1581 
the Porte determined transform into mosques three Latin 
churches Galata. arguments political threats had 
any effect. The execution this order was delayed 
timely present some thousand ducats Turkish officials. 
other empire the world, having relations with the 
European powers, has money acted such political role 
Turkey. 

Two years before these events took place James Eng- 
land died, and was succeeded Charles the accession 
the new king, Cyril sent letter congratulation 
Charles, accompanied, soon after, precious Greek manu- 
script the Bible, which, according tradition, was written 
the time the Nicene Synod. this day the most 
precious jewel the British Museum, called the Alexandrine 
Codex. This letter Cyril Charles ends thus: May 
the Lord grant you prosperous and long reign the flour- 
God, the Father our Saviour Jesus Christ, preserve your 
royal majesty for many long years, and guide you his 
Holy Spirit, and pour upon you every blessing.” Such was 
the letter Cyril Charles. Both suffered violent death 
the hands their enemies. was the misfortune 
Cyril, 1628, lose his greatest patron, Sir Thomas Roe. 
George Abbot, the archbishop Canterbury, was exiled, and 
his place given Laud, who leaned the Catholics, and who 
was sometime after condemned and executed. Cyril and 
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his party were neglected the eventful reign Charles, 
this emergency, the States-General Holland sent 
Constantinople, pastor the Protestant church Galata, 
Anthony Leger, from Piemont. became very intimate with 
Cyril, and seems have had extraordinary influence 
upon the mind the patriarch. 

The Dutch ambassador, together with Leger and Cyril, 
thought extending their influence the patriarchal see 
Alexandria. They wrote the patriarch Gerasimus, that 
they would undertake establish schools Alexandria, and 
printing-press, the expense the Dutch government, 
case the church Egypt would receive the Calvinists its 
communion. The sad fate 
ably induced Cyril attempt the same Egypt, far from 
the influence the Jesuits. this proposal Gerasimus 
answered: That the union different churches from politi- 
cal motives was conducive the fall both. was better 
live divided harmony, than united mere earthly 

Cyril, thus frustrated his exertions establish print- 
ing-press, engaged certain Maximus Gallipoli, trans- 
late the New Testament Modern Greek, which translation 
was published, with preface Cyril, the famous Elzen- 
cis press, 1638, the expense the Dutch government. 
sorry say that the British Bible Society was badly 
advised republish this translation the beginning the 
Greek revolution. very faulty, and exhibits signs the 
grossest ignorance. 

come now important event the history this 
partriarch. much was said about Cyril, his religious 
and violent opposition toethe Catholics, that the 
Protestants Geneva were naturally anxious know his 
opinions religious matters, and have confession 
faith from his hand. Whether Cyril wrote this his own 
accord, whether was drawn the request his 
Protestant friends Constantinople elsewhere, not 
known. Leger forwarded the manuscript his friends 


Ht 
q 


LIFE THE PATRIARCH CYRIL. 479 


Geneva, which was there published Latin, with this title 
Faith Most Reverend Lord Cyril, 
Patriarch Constantinople, 1629.” Four years afterwards 
the Greek text was published the same city. This extra- 
ordinary document, coming from man highly placed 
the Greek church, produced immense sensation among the 
Protestant churches Europe. Though the Protestants had 
formerly demanded from the Greeks some exposition 
their opinions, this day nothing this form had 
appeared. The Greeks not well acquainted with the tenets 
the Protestants, and fearing the jealousy the Turks, and 
the animosity their countrymen against all foreign sects, 
had given evasive and dubious answers many distin- 
guished Protestants, who often demanded their confession 
faith. But here was document written and signed 
patriarch note, fully explaining all the dogmas and 
opinions his people. was thought that must know 
what the Greeks believed. was powerful organ the 
hands the Protestants, who saw what 
difference existed between them and the Greck church. The 
partizans the Roman church were confounded, for they 
saw, their utter surprise, the inefficacy their efforts 
gain over the pale the Roman church nation closely 
united with the Reformers matters faith. 

Cyril himself declares that wrote his confession faith 
Latin, and then translated into Greek. thus finishes 
it: bear witness that this short confession faith will 
opposed those who take pleasure unjustly calumnia- 
ting and persecuting us. But, strengthened the Lord, 
are sure that will not neglect desert his own; that 
will not permit the rod the wicked fall upon the inheri- 
tance the just.” This confession was bold act Cyril. 
his time the Greeks had never put their belief such 
aform. that Cyril, influenced probably the advice 
his Protestant friends, has published the Christian world 
dogmas which stand opposition many points belief 
common among the Greeks. 
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Rome attempted refute this confession faith, 
certain Caryophillus. was said that the work was due 
the pen the Dutch ambassador Haga, Cyril was not 
able write Latin. The new French ambassador, the 
Marquis Marcheville, was requested the pope have 
personal interview with Cyril the subject. Cyril, 
letter Professor Diodati, Geneva, dated April 15, 1632, 
relates his interview with the ambassador. says: When 
visit the illustrious Marquis Marcheville, now 
ambassador France, his excellency, after the usual com- 
plements, showed confession faith, and asked 
whether really were the author it. answered that 
was confession and profession. His then 
showed letter written the French ambassador 
Rome, which was said that his holiness the pope sent 
the confession the ambassador Constantinople, order 
know whether was mine, and whether intended 
persevere the opinions therein exposed. boldly replied, 
that was mine; that was the writer it, because 
what believe and profess; that should any one detect any 
errors, and would prove them me, would answer ina 
Christian manner, and with good conscience.” 

Cyril this same letter thus writes about the Catholics: 
hope, with the aid God, able convince the 
whole world that desire kind fellowship with the 
Roman church, the mother errors, falsifying the 
word God, the nest superstition. own self, let 
the world know, that old. desire die, accord- 
ing appointed time, with the truth Jesus Christ 
mouth, and with his seal upon conscience.” Such 
was confession faith, which was scattered Con- 
stantinople manuscripts, many copies which, the 
particular request the writers, were undersigned him. 
This confession faith became now powerful instrument 
the hands the Catholics. The French ambassador, 
with the ambassadors Austria, were too powerful for Cyril 
and his faithful protector, Haga. The venerable baylo 
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Venice seems have entirely retired from Cyril’s party 
his great object was obtained, expulsion 
the Jesuits. 

About this time arrived Constantinople Paul Strasburg, 
the envoy Gustavus Adolphus. Cyril had frequent rela- 
tions with this ambassador, who brought him letters from 
Gustavus. Strasburg, the relation which has left 
this embassy, speaks Cyril man profound learning 
(vir profunde doctus), bent the propagation the Chris- 
tian religion. 

new actor now comes forward this troublesome period 
Cyril’s history. The Jesuits had educated young Greek, 
called their school Galata, who evinced from 
the very first years his career, strong leaning their 
church. seems have acted the part spy upon 
Cyril, and ingratiating himself his favor, was sent for 
time fill the vacant bishopric Salonica. Contrary, how- 
ever, his expectations, the place was subsequently given 
countryman Cyril, Athanasius. Contarf returned 
Constantinople, and Cyril was induced send him Russia, 
collect the contributions that were annually sent the 
church this city. his return, Contarf, aided the 
French ambassador and the Catholic party, but most effect- 
ually the use the money collected Russia, and freely 
offered the Ottoman officials, deposed Cyril, and was elected 
his place. did not long enjoy his victory for Cyril, 
the aid his numerous friends, was recalled, and Contarf 
his turn exiled. One the first acts Cyril was 
pardon and recall him from exile. About this time 
there was violent dispute this city both parties claiming 
the sole possesssion the sacred places our Saviour’s life. 
Cyril, assisted the Protestant ambassadors, attained fir- 
man, according which the guardianship these places was 
given over exclusively the Greeks. The Greeks this 
manner took from the Franciscans the Temple the Resur- 
rection, the Stable Bethlehem, the Monastery Nazareth, 
and the Garden Gethsemane. The Marquis Marcheville, 
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this long question, became extremely unpopular, and was 
frequently insulted the Turks. 

money and intrigue, rank this great and wicked 
city, Cyril was again deposed, and his place was elected 
his friend Athanasius, who, after occupying the patriarchal 
see for weeks, was again deposed, make place for 
Cyril. Again Cyril was deposed, Athanasius elected. Atha- 
nasius soon falls, and Contarf, Cyril’s enemy, elected. But 
Contarf was too unpopular, and too despicable favorite 
the Catholics, long the throne, and Cyril’s friends 
soon after him, 1637; the fifth and last time 
that occupied the patriarchal throne Constantinople. 

the relation Cyril’s fourth exile the island Scio, 
appears that plot was organized his enemies seize 
him, and carry him some distant port. the good offices 


his friend, the vice-admiral Bekir Pasha, was allowed 


lodge the strong castle Rhodes, until his recall Con- 
stantinople. Von Hammer relates similar fact. The 
Armenian patriarch Avedik, who strenuously opposed the 
encroachments the Catholics among his people, was carried 
away from Scio the efforts Ferriol, ambassador Louis 
XIV. Nothing has ever transpired the ultimate fate this 
patriarch. Cyril was now his sixty-sixth year. For many 
long years had been battling against the Jesuits and 


the whole Catholic party. the Catholics was discour- 
aging see enemy rising higher after every defeat, and 


haughtily rejecting every proposition their 
was accused secret connivance with the Cossacks, who 
captured the city Azof. was feared that they would fall 
Constantinople with their destructive war-boats, they 
had done some years before. This idea the Catholic party 
was successful. The governor Constantinople hinted 


sultan, then absent Asia, the suspicion Cyril’s 
order was immediately forwarded the 


sanguinary sultan execute the patriarch. the twenty- 
seventh June, 1638, the Porte sent band Janissarics, 
who seized the patriarch, and embarking large boat, 
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sailed for the Bosphorus. Roumeli-hissar the Janissaries 
announced the patriarch the fatal sentence. Knowing 
his hour had arrived, kneeled and prayed, and, rising, 
surrendered himself into the hands the Janissaries. His 
body was thrown into the Bosphorus, and, floating towards 
the Asiatic shore, was found the next day fishermen, and 
buried great secrecy the shores the Gulf Nicome- 
dia. stone ever marked the place where this distinguished 
patriarch reposes. 

Think, now, the fate this great patriarch, whose body, 
like that criminal, floated those same waters, where, 
two hundred years afterwards, floated the body another 
patriarch, executed after celebrating the great day our 
Lord’s resurrection. 

strange coincidence marks the death both these patri- 
archs, whom the Greeks consider martyrs their nation’s 
history. Both are justly revered their people; for both 
died ina noble cause. death were hushed for 
ever Rome’s bland propositions the Greek church. 
ory’s death, the day resurrection, was breath from 
heaven light conflagration that burned intensely for 
years. Thus considered they stand history the cham- 
pions that have sealed with their death their nations libera- 
tion from religious and political thraldom. 

Were address Greek audience Cyril’s eventful 
life, would have been duty explain them the 
opinions and conflicts the Reformers Central Europe. 
But addressing audience whom this portion 
history familiar, will merely state what the Greeks them- 
selves say Cyril. 

His successor the patriarchal throne, Contarf, the despi- 
cable man whose influence Cyril, his benefactor, was igno- 
miniously strangled, was deposed and executed the next 
year. Rycant the historian says: the expense fifty 
thousand crowns, one moiety whereof was paid from Rome, 
the whole design against Cyrillus being managed the 
Jesuits, and other religious living Galata, who accused 


1 

a 

4 


484 LIFE THE PATRIARCH CYRIL. 


him before the Turks keeping secret correspondence 
with the Muscovites and the Cossacks.” The Venetian arch- 
ives say the deposition whom Rome paid forty thou- 
sand scudi.” 

Much has been written the Greeks Cyril, the Calvin- 
minded synod collected his enemies 
accused him heresies and leaning Protestantism. Time 
has done justice this distinguished patriarch. His con- 
fession faith the purest Christianity. simple 
and faithful exposition the fundamental truths Chris- 
tianity, common all Christians. His confession faulty, 
fault be, leaving out what often his letters calls 
human institutions. Though allowed his countrymen 
have shown leaning the opinions the Protestant divines 
Geneva though known friend and correspondent 
their ministers here, and their pastors Geneva and Ger- 
many, still they love him, because was always with them; 
fighting their battles against the most hated enemy their 
church. 

Enter into the feelings oppressed people, who the 
time Cyril had lost all, oppressed all, whose condition 
was sorely embittered the recollection what they once 
were, upbraided travellers, ignorant and unlettered, now 
subject the Turks, now the Venetians, looked upon 
pitiful race, whose only inheritance was the bare name 
their ancestors. Could they but revere man like Cyril, 
universally esteemed, who for many years fought their 
greatest enemy, the pope? Even to-day, this very year, Cyril 
considered distinguished prelate, Greek Ecclesi- 
astical history published the learned secretary the 
Greek synod. 

Could Cyril have become Luther his church? an- 
swer, No. was too earthly his aspirations. clung 
his Protestant friends defend his church from the influ- 
ence the Catholics. friends one one left him. 
never imitated the spirit the German Reformers, who began 
their work the heart and conscience their Christian 
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fellows. Cyril’s work failed, every similar work must fail. 
religious impression was ever made the minds his 
people after his death. knew how jealous his people 
were foreign influence how the Protestants had been sadly 
calumniated the Catholics, and branded the vilest 
heretics. 

Though this day Cyril may regarded partisan 
Protestant doctrines European writers, this short 
notice his life, presume, will convince you that his 
whole bent mind was counteract the influence the 
Catholic church assisted his Protestant friends. 


ARTICLE VI. 
THE INSTRUMENTALITY TRUTH 
REV. AUSTIN PHELPS, PROFESSOR ANDOVER. 


the misfortune some the doctrines our relig- 
ion that theological inquiry has often confounded their 
speculative with their practical elements. Questions respect- 
ing them, which never can answered this worid, have 
stood side side, equal moment, with those which 
must answered, earnest mind would find peace. 
The views truth which are commended the faith 
inquirer often exhibit, therefore, singular medley 
edge and conjecture. Volumes have been compiled the 
Curiosities Literature. good service would rendered 
practical religion the curiosities theology could 
detached from its essential facts; yet without abridgment 
legitimate theological inquiry. 

The necessity such distinction becomes the more 
obvious the nearer approach any one those centres 
theological thought which represent intermingling 
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doctrine The New Birth. the spirit these remarks, 


the objects this discussion most di- 
rectly, first observing the Biblical modes representing 
Truth instrument God. The scriptural represen- 
tations this subject are not recondite; yet they cover all 
those points inquiry which need instruction, that 
may form consistent theory the working Divine 
Grace. They may cited, not much for their force 
proof-texts, for their pertinence giving the inspired 
doctrine inspired expression. the most 
salient the passages declarative this doctrine need 
comment. utter them explain them. difficult 
mistake the import the text!: his own will begat 
with the word truth.” the same effect the 
Psalmist’s declaration: The law the Lord perfect, con- 
verting the soul.” The entire burden the one hundred 


instrument Divine purposes. Why was Paul “not 
ashamed the gospel Christ?” Because the 
power God unto 

Dogmatic statements doctrine, however, are not the 
favorite forms inspiration. The most emphatic represen- 
tations doctrine the scriptures are pictures. Their 
forces expression depend the significance figurative 
language. Scriptural style thus hieroglyphic. have 
heard one might say, comparing the biblical 
revelation God with uninspired theology, have heard 
Thee the hearing the ear, but now mine eye seeth 
Thee.” must, therefore, often interpret calm and literal 
declarations the light other texts, which the same 
truths are more intensely expressed implied metaphor. 
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must gain vividness impression, the expense lit- 
eral accuracy 

Thus Truth, instrument God’s will, one time 
the gates cities; more, the rod God’s mouth; 
Martial images and mechanic powers and the elements 
nature are laid under tribute express it. sword, 
the sword the Spirit, sharper than any two-edged sword 
bow made naked the wicked are slain it. isa 
broken. Goads, nails, fire, hammer are its symbols. 
breaketh the flinty rock mighty the pulling down 
strong holds. Opposite and contrasted emblems are tasked 
portray its many-sided excellence. fountain; 
runneth very swiftly: yet standeth forever; settled 
heaven; cannot moved till heaven and earth pass 
away. ancient birth; before the mountains were 
settled, was brought forth when there were fountains, 
was there. The choicest and most fascinating objects 
man’s desire are the imagery its magnificence. 
revenue, better than choice men shall buy and sell 
not again; happy the man that findeth it. pearl 
him that thirsteth, wine and milk, which, the afflu- 
ence the supply, shall given away without money and 
without price. the body and its most necessary 
functions are made set forth the efficacy truth. Men 
than the honeycomb. Their hands have handled it, 
work rarest art. They have walked it, path 
noonday. Yet they have hidden their hearts; and 
there quickeneth, strengtheneth; hath made men 
free giveth men are born again the Word. Even 
the most daring mysteries speech are resorted to, inten- 


’ 


i 
qi 
d 


him. And more, God: the Truth; 
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sify truth power the universe. dwelt with God. 
Before the hills, and when there were depths, there was 
him, one brought with him; rejoiced always 


again, God: the Spirit Truth.” 

such versatility and boldness imagery the sacred 
writers pour out profusion their conceptions truth 
instrument the execution God’s will. And the 
aid these picturesque scriptures that must vivify our 
interpretation those declarative passages which, like the 
text this discourse, express logically the instrumentality 
truth regeneration. 

very obvious that the inspired writers have not thought 
essential the objects their mission measure and 
weigh their words, meet exigencies suggested metaphys- 
ical inquiry. They have spoken freely, boldly, with 
spontaneous and unguarded speech, this subject, 
that the holiness the love God. Theirs the dialect 
song, rather than diplomacy. They have spoken 
they were not thinking any philosophy defended 
destroyed, any polemic strategy executed eva- 
ded, the doctrine they should teach. They have spoken 
like ‘plain men talking plain men. They have uttered 
truth vividly rather than warily. They evidently trusted 
much for the correct interpretation their language the 
common sense their readers. They have assumed many 
things, they have omitted guard against many misconstruc- 
tions, because their confidence common sense. The 
necessary beliefs the race, which common sense the 
exponent, lie back inspired language, all language. 

must bear this mind any attempt reduce the 
scriptural declarations the formulary creed. With 
this precaution, may safely infer from them all that 
need know respecting both the fact and the mode the 
action truth regeneration. 

Inspiration has established beyond reasonable question 
the fact the instrumentality Truth changing the 
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human heart. scarcely possible reverent inquiry 
err this point. This elemental fact scriptural 
theology, which necessities philosophy should tempt 
fritter away. Specifications may concisely stated 
the following form 

First, that God employs regeneration Truth distinct 
from instruments physical power. God wisely studious 
congruities. the instrument the effect. 
selects that which its nature fitted act upon mind, 
not upon matter. chooses that which pre-adjusted 
the regeneration mind, not its creation. calls his 
service that which intelligence can perceive, heart can feel, will 
can choose that which, therefore, the whole man can accept, 
trust, love, obey. 

Again, God employs regeneration Truth distinct from 
falsehood. Not shadow evidence appears the scriptures 
that human heart was ever changed from sin holiness 
the force error. man was ever moved aright wrong. 
Nosoul ever thrived upon lies. Profound and honest belief 
the false can never, its own proper drift, save man. 
seems save, there way that seemeth right, but the end 
thereof are the ways death. the man saved his 
error, not saved it, but truth lodged somewhere 
it. Pure error tends destruction inevitably fire. 
echo comes down the ages inspiration: that they all 
might damned who believe not the truth.” 

Furthermore, God employs regeneration religious Truth 
distinct from all other truth. Not the axioms mathe- 
matics, which appeal only man’s sense the true; not 
truths which address only man’s sense the beautiful not 
truths which move only man’s sense grandeur not truths 
which gratify only man’s love mystery not truths which 
quicken only man’s sense honour; not truths which take 
possession only man’s social affections; not these are 
the causal instrument the new birth. Right, holiness, 
law, love, God, such are the rudimental ideas truth 
this divine renewal. Primarily and ultimately they appeal 
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conscience. Through this regal faculty they command 
the whole soul. 

Moreover, the regeneration those whom the Chris- 
tian revelation given, God employs his chosen and final 
instrument Truth radiates from the person and the 
work Christ: the Truth; the Life”; “The 
Gospel Christ the power God unto 
ing, save Jesus Christ, and Him crucified.” 

Yet once more, far can know, God never dispenses 
with the instrumentality Truth renewing the hearts 
men. question raised here, should concern, not 
the power God, but the facts his working. far 
any essential doctrine theology concerned, may 
may not true that infinite power can regenerate soul 
other instrumentalities, without the intervention instru- 
ment. For the purposes practical faith, may may 
not true that, the nature things, 
act which apart from the instrumentality truth sustains 
that the divine mind truth and regeneration the instru- 
ment and the effect stand relations necessity immu- 
table and eternal, like the laws numbers diagrams. 
need not affirm deny. The theological question, 
any exists, simple question fact. Does God the 
renewal human soul ever dispense with truth the 
instrument the change 

The answer this question not wholly unimportant 
consistency faith. can given few words. 

comprised two positions which moment’s reflection will 
establish. 

One is, that God does any instance dispense with 
truth his moral instrument the new birth, the evidence 
this fact must subject pure revelation. Experience, 
from the nature the case, cannot prove it. man can 
intelligently affirm himself conscious divine fiat 
thrilling his nature, making new man him, with 
instrumental agency, with other instrumentality than that 
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truth. The only evidence any man can have from experi- 
ence that his heart changed the evidence actual 
exercises heart view truth. Divine power the 
change is, all consciousness, blended with the force 
truth,—in other words, the efficient cause interpenetrates 
the instrumental cause that mind can intelligently sep- 
arate them. consciousness gives hint the 
Divine Cause, except through the success the instrument. 
truth, and affirm that God has changed heart sheer will, 
lutely so, that eye should detect the undulations 
sound, ear those light. Regeneration, the divine 
act, evidenced consciousness only conversion, the 
human change; and this, again, discloses itself only re- 
sponses the soul truth. can further 
back than this; and experience cannot, observation cannot. 
If, then, God has ever wrought the renewal soul such 
anomalous manner that implied the inquiry before us, 
the evidence the fact must subject direct and super- 
natural revelation can know only from the scriptures. 
The second position, then, answer this inquiry is, that 
the scriptures are silent the occurrence any such 
instance the history redemption. They not explicitly 
deny, but neither they They inform many 
instances regeneration means and not one 
without the truth. They proclaim indubitably the law 
divine working this phenomenon human experience 
and they neither assertion nor hint point solitary 
exception. They record none the world’s they 
predict none its future. Here, therefore, argument this 
topic may legitimately end. all our positive reasonings 
upon must assume that such exception exists. 
our practical uses the doctrine must assume that none 
will exist the end time. cannot logically found any 
article our faith the hypothetical possibility that the 
fact otherwise. 
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But conjecture, wiser than truth, must still press inquiry 
and ask: How are infants regenerated who die before 
moral responsibility respond inquiries 
which are least wise; though for ourselves not 
revere them, nor are our dreams troubled cannot an- 
swer them. respond asking: How you know 
that they are regenerated? How you know that irrespon- 
sible beings are proper subjects the 
sense which the scriptures apply the word adult sin- 
Who has told you that the new birth has any relation 
irresponsible infancy, more than irresponsible idiocy 
change heart conceivable being who has heart? 
What regeneration irresponsible soul? What authority 
have for believing anything such nondescript Shall 
the whole drift the scriptures held check conject- 
ural philosophy 

But again, how you know that there are any such in- 
fants? Where revealed that soul has ever left this 
world, ever will, with moral nature absolutely undevel- 
oped Who can assure you that moral birth 
birth are not Who can prove that because 
being cannot discern between its right hand and its left, 
therefore cannot any respect any degree distin- 
guish right thought from wrong? How much know 
the possibilities infantile intuitions? Besides, who knows 
what the process dying is, means moral develop 
ment? Have never seen aged infant its 
Moreover, not the death infant, itself abnormal 
event May not then one group anomalies which 
involve anomalous probation and anomalous qualifica- 
tion for heaven 

Yet once more, infants are proper subjects the same 
change which adults undergo regeneration, then are they 
not sinners? have they not they have 
sinned, can they not repent? can either sin repent, 
can they not know right and wrong therefore may not they 
too, future world, declare gratefully his own will, 
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pegat with the word Have not read: 
the mouth babes and sucklings thou hast perfected 
Who shall dare limit God’s power converse 
with the tiniest image his own being? Are not the whole 
heavens mirrored the retina single eyeball? How 
much greater the distance—and what matters his 
resources— between God and babe than between 
God and you me? know that the world 
infantile seclusion, before speech has broken the eternal 
silence from which that world has sprung, God has not 
ordained system moral correspondences with heaven, 
which administers government freedom, law, 
and grace perfect its kind that Eden; sys- 
tem which guards lovingly ours; and system, 
before the mysteries which angelic wisdom bends rever- 
ently, stand awe around the marvels the 
scope? such system any more incomprehensible 
incredible than the laws communication instinct 
humming-birds? any more marvellous than the autoc- 
confess aesthetic sympathy with Wordsworth’s 
fancy the lines, 

Thou who didst wrap the cloud 
infancy around us, that thyself 
Therein with our simplicity awhile 
Mightest hold earth communion undisturbed.” 
Theologically, see absurdity the hope that this 
may more than poetry. Yet cannot fortify the hope 
revelation reason. The proof-texts— where are 
The logic the facts whom has infantile expe- 
rience disclosed it? Our memory very our ob- 
servation very ignorant. our reason, the cloud 
very dense. our faith, the Bible very still. 
What moral mysteries are latent infantile mind there- 
fore not affirm deny. not know. revelation 
had been addressed infants might have made more 
knowing than are; but, alas, cannot wise above 
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that which written for owr admonition. Yet, the scrip. 
tures had answered the “obstinate questionings” wise 
men this theme, could the world have contained the books 
which should written 

Assuming, then, the fact the invariable 
tality Truth regeneration far know, are 
prepared observe further such intimations the scriptures 
give respecting the mode which Truth operates the 
change. 

Here, again, the Bible can scarcely said affirm any- 
thing except implied assumption. One vital principle 
thus affirmed. that the coincidence the operation 
truth with the laws the human mind. Truth every- 
where used the Bible precisely men are wont use 
persuasive speech. There freedom its use; there 
skill its use; there mingling boldness and 
its use; there wise control it, now utterance, now 
reserve, its use inspired minds; and there con- 
fidence, yes, triumph, their assertions its power, which 
appear assume that truth has intrinsic fitness move 
human mind; and move it, move and 
move aright, move genial consistency with its own 
laws. 

Where find the scriptures disparagement truth 
power over unregenerate mind? Where the proof that 
the divine choice instrument was Where 
hint given its being fictitious factitious means 
the end used Why should search for for 
hidden treasure, intrinsically has worth, any 
other instrument divinely chosen could That 
not salutary faith which depreciates the inherent po- 
tency truth. Divine sovereignty gains honor, and needs 
none, from the reproach its instrument. Are God and 
Truth rivals our esteem? That not rational fear, then, 
which shrinks from regeneration, and especially 
from natural means.” Not read the Word 
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God. The change from sin holiness portrayed bib- 
lical speech strikes restorative, not destructive 
process. may tumultuous, but not therefore 
discordant with the laws mind. Truth energized the 
Holy Spirit may take possession man impetuously, 
that whether the body out the body cannot 
tell; but his experience not therefore unnatural, even 
extra-natural. 

The usages scriptural appeal are conclusive their 
implications this topic. How inspired men 
They reason with men; they invite men; they instruct 
men; they urge men; they entreat men; they warn men; 
they rebuke men; they accumulate and reiterate all the 
legitimate arts persuasion addressing men men, 
regenerate unregenerate, elect non-elect, were proper 
subjects persuasion they were complete men their 
endowments and therefore were the normal action 
their being obey the truth. The Bible assumes 
man everywhere, under all conditions probation, has in- 
tellect which can receive truth, sensibilities which can 
respond truth, will which can act view truth, and 
act aright. far the philosophy the operation truth 
concerned, cannot see that the scriptures make any dis- 
tinction between fallen and unfallen mind. cannot dis- 
cover that the methods speech chosen Isaiah, Paul, 
John, are not precisely the same addressing men before 
regeneration after. What the Where the 
proof it? 

Nothing but the necessities philosophical theory can 
extract from the scriptures the dogma that truth instru- 
ment, arbitrarily chosen divine wisdom, chosen for 
unknown reasons, chosen for perceptible fitness move, 
and move aright, the most guilty and hopeless specimen 
depraved mind. True, inspiration preserves wise silence, 
direct instruction, the whole subject the philosophy 
regeneration but its assumptions the correspondence 
between truth and mind are unqualified the boldest 


assertions could be. versatile its use truth, many- 
sided does truth appear inspired forms, affluent its 
resources, intricate its evolutions, yet direct 
aim, and exultant its consciousness power, that 

cannot but infer the existence versatile and profound sus- 

ceptibilities that power the soul which 

exquisite the mutual adjustment mind and truth 

represented the biblical forms speech that the entire 

science persuasion might illustrated those 

even such are addressed fallen, depraved, unregener- 

ate, non-elect souls. The theory all that the world has 

felt eloquent realized them. 

From the scriptural uses truth, therefore, cannot 
but infer that regeneration its action perfectly normal 
the soul. Truth and mind, this divine change, come 
together not metals held vice and riveted; they 
come light and the optic nerve. Like seeks its like. 
Truth acts thus not contravention, not even suspen- 
sion, the laws fallen mind. acts harmony with 
those laws, obedience those laws, means those 
laws. They are laws which fall can dislocate. degree 
guilt can suspend them. Truth thus God’s instrument 
effecting change which never could itself 
but the soul which operates never more healthy 
concord with its own being than when yields itself truth, 
and becomes child God. God thus wisely honors the 
laws which his wisdom ordained. 

II. the views thus far presented certain prin- 
ciples are involved, which are practical importance the 
preaching and the hearing the gospel. 

these may named, first, the simplicity the work 
God the change human heart. see this 
mysterious act the same unostentatious blending divine 
efficiency with instrumental agency that see, the world 
over, other departments God’s working. For the pur- 
poses essential faith the doctrine the new birth, the 
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sible the phenomenon sleep. The change from sleep 
waking less mysterious. The beating your heart 
less incredible. The laws mind are benevolently 
guarded the one case those vegetable and animal 
life the others. 

This view should specially commend itself corrective 
certain prejudices which may fatal religious life. 
there not class solidly built minds which are constitu- 
tionally incredulous supernatural regeneration, because 
they have conception anything else than the effect 
shock inflicted upon the spiritual They imag- 
ine involving suspense conscious personality. They 
believers affirm that may imparted man 
sleep. The creation Eve seems them not inapt 
symbol it. Hence, they rank faith with other eccen- 
tricities dreams. Their good sense revolts from the whole 
thing. Have not known certain timid minds which have 
believed, indeed, but only shrink from their faith 
practical experience, because their faith also steeped 
materialism. Regenerating grace they conceive 
spiritualized electricity. They recoil from religious life, 
reason analagous that which leads them draw 
back from voltaic battery. Contortions, spiritual mus- 
cular, are alike repulsive. Some, too, believe only despair 
others, only live sullen impenitence, because 
they are not conscious the infusion new vitality into 
their moral being. not pastors often encounter sad 
inquirers, whose minds are saturated with conceptions the 
new birth scarcely more spiritual than those Nicodemus 
Are not these conceptions part the result accepting lit- 
erally the symbolic language the pulpit the enforce- 
ment this have known man watch and 
pray for palpable concussion with the regenerating Power, 
would spread his sails catch the winds were 
becalmed Such unfortunate experiences are the legit- 
imate fruit any theory regeneration which reduces 


change heart infraction nature. 


But viewed the normal effect truth energized the 
will God, this divine renewal falls into the same plane 
with other phenomena which cause and instrument work 
blended one end. The greatness the change not vio- 
lence change. Supernaturalness cause not unnatu- 
effect. Deity the power not miracle the 
result. material nature are not the most profound phe- 
nomena the most The very mystery their causation 
enhances contrast their lucidness facts. What the 
most sublime change the physical world ever 
earthquake? not rather the noiseless change 
from night day? The mightiest forces the universe are 
silent forces. Whoever heard the budding Who 
was ever deafened the falling the dew? Who was ever 
stunned solar eclipse? with the august phe- 
most radical change human spirit can experience. 
revolutionary change. Disembodiment death, morally 
estimated, not profound. Still, change heart not 
unnatural change. never miraculous. not 
necessarily convulsive. not necessarily even destructive 
self-possession. God employs instrument exquis- 
itely adjusted the mind man intelligent and free 
being. Truth may act with equipoise forces 
tranquil that gravitation the orbits the stars. 

No, not necessity tumultuous experience which 
God calls when invites saved. what em- 
blem have the scriptures expressed the person the Holy 
Ghost? Isit eagle? And John bare record, saying, 
saw the Spirit descending from heaven like dove.’” 
the select language inspiration come, and 
will give what? the rack, aswoon? No; 
will give you—rest. ‘Come, and shall find 
struggle, terror, torture No; peace. Come 
mighty men armed, heroes? No; that labor 
and are heavy laden come, bruised reeds; come, bro- 
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ken-hearted come, whose whole heart faint come, 
poor come, blessed ones who hunger, who thirst, 
who mourn, who weep; come, old men whose strength 
come, youths who are when standard-bearer 
fainteth come, daughters people who are girded 
with sackcloth forbid not little children come.” 

second principle involved the doctrine the Instru- 
mentality Truth regeneration, that the rational 
nature all trustworthy evidences religious 
change heart, from the nature the case, must manifest 
itself. Regenerate character, like all other character, will 
act itself out. Like all other character, its evidences will 
intelligible and forceful the common sense men. 

Christianity, this respect, vindicates its superiority 
other systems religion. its tests character, its doc- 
trines, makes less demand the credulity men than 
made any other religion which this world has known 
less even than made atheism. Monstrosities life, 
have been the invariable characteristic infidelity 
whenever has existed large scale. appears 
growing more inane and senile the world grows older. 
The early paganism had scarcely wild development 
lunacy religion that which our age witnesses Mor- 
monism, Spiritualism, and philosophic Pantheism. 
side everything that man has originated religion, chris- 
tianity alone the fidelity with which stands the 
convictions the human conscience, and the severity 
with which applies the laws good sense the judgment 
character. 

The vital test what man the divine judgment 
him, truth acting the common laws mind, and there- 
fore working out effects intelligible common 
sentiments, irrational impressions, apocryphal revelations, 
ridiculous prodigies, and outrages upon the moral sense 
mankind, find place the Christian groundwork 
rience. Marvellous excitements, such, have significance 
the Christian philosophy conversion. 
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unreasonable excitements religious life are more 
commendable than any other form frenzy. 
ological phenomena sometimes witnessed revivals are 
misfortune, perhaps satanic infliction. The divine ideal 
regeneration provides place for them, except tolerates 
compassionately the infirmities our nature. remem- 
bereth that are but flesh. 

So, Christianity silent when adulterous generation 
seeketh after signs from heaven. When men hear voices 
the air, and stare visions the night, and read hand- 
writings the walls, and seek unto them that have familiar 
spirits, and unto wizards that peep and and frame 
creeds out the antics gods” the spirit 
Christian faith looks down calmly, and says: The prophet 
that hath dream, let him tell and then goes 
its way. Ifa Christian believer lingers, trusting prophets 
lies, who say: have have dreamed” 
turns and looks upon him our Lord looked Peter. 
The tests which would try the spirit man all assume 
that God works with natural means, natural laws, and 
for results signalized their purity and their 
telligent faith God; honest discovery sin spiritual 
craving holiness; the trust penitence the blood 
Christ the dependence guilt upon the Holy Ghost; and 
giving the whole soul eternal consecration God’s 
service, and acceptance God’s love, and joy God’s being 
these are pre-eminent among the responses which regen- 
erate heart makes truth the instrument the divine 
change within. They are intelligible responses. They are 
reasonable, natural, honorable responses. They constitute 
new life the soul, which honest men cannot help trusting, 
and wise men cannot help revering. And God saw that 
was good.” 

third principle inferable from the doctrine before us, 
that the importance truthfulness theological opin- 
ion. The new birth represented the scriptures gives 
support the theory natural superficial thought, 


that belief, such, little moment religion that God 
will judge characters, and not creeds; that shall not 
held responsible for obeying another man’s faith preference 
our own. the contrary, regeneration character 
and creed are indissolubly united. God’s instrument 
ing the change truth. finds place there. 
Truth caricature finds none. The less man believes 
truth, the more distant from the probable range 
regenerating grace. The more distorted man’s opinions are, 
the more fearful are his perils. The more negative his con- 
victions become, the more faint becomes all reasonable hope 
that will saved. terrific consistency with this prin- 
ciple the scriptural representation the most hopeless depth 
sin, that those whom God sends delusion, that they 
may believe lie. God acts regeneration where truth can 
act; not elsewhere. The mind that witholds itself from truth 
witholding itself from God. 

There reason believe respecting many constant lis- 
teners the preaching the gospel, that here the exact 
point which lies the chief obstacle their way heaven. 
They will not assent certain truths, the force which 
essential draw them within the range God’s regenerat- 
ing decree. They are repelled one truth; they are heed- 
lessly confused they are uninterested third 
perhaps part persuaded many, they are advancing 
consolidation character with hearty opinions upon none. 
The Holy Spirit passes them by, because they will not credit 
They thrust the instrument his grace from them, 
and leaves them their sins. does not there his 
mighty works, because their unbelief. That reality 
delicate and perilous work which man performs when 
adopts his religious opinions. that process often occurs 
the very crisis hisdestiny. that point his experience 
may the contending forces for good and evil meet fearful 
equipoise. 

this view also, the varieties opinion evangelical 
theology are not unimportant. That theology which most 
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truthful, other things being equal, will most successful 
the salvation souls. distortion theological faith 
perilous, may assured, somewhere the progress 
its history. False combinations doctrines which isolated 
are true, false isolations doctrines which combina- 
tion are true, are obstructions the work God some 
point the development their sequences. 
tioned shading single doctrine will surely attract some 
mind, whose way heaven will darken. The foreshorten- 
ing single group the representation scriptural 
theology: may impair its truthfulness perspective, that 
some soul, somewhere, some time, some juncture 
probationary discipline, that shall seem distorted 
theology, caricature theology, hideous theology, and 
therefore false theology theology which amount 
evidence can prove sane mind, and authority can 
enforce upon sound heart. That soul, such theology 
matter what extreme opinion may 
consign perdition; yet may gospel which angels 
have seemed preach. 

fourth principle collateral the doctrine have 
considered is, that the life Christian institutions great 
degree independent the auxiliaries Fine Art. Two 
theories respecting the relations Christianity Art are 
affecting the taste and the practice the Protestant Chris- 
tian world. The one theory assumes that Religion and Art 
hand hand, and are equally interdependent. Certain 
imaginative minds even conceive them 
identical. They are least far interchangeable that 
enthusiasm the one slides naturally into enthusiasm the 
other. Taste and conscience are indistinguishable. Beauty 
and God are one. Accordingly, believed that secure 
Christianity any high development the life people, 
pre-eminence must given music, architecture, painting, 
and statuary. These, again, must seconded scenic forms 
service and priestly attire. preacher must become 
lovely song and one that playeth well upon instru- 
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ment. The simple the fathers should 
turned end for end”; the organ should the cynosure 
attraction, and the pulpit nothing but organ.” This 
theory, with variations, lies the foundation the popular 
taste our own day for the revival certain forms medi- 
aeval architecture the construction churches. 

The other theory, without condemning one variety Art 
another, such, and some sense handmaid 
Religion, still assumes that the very nature Christianity 
there lies certain independence all forms Art. The 
vital resources religious power are not them. Christian 
truth sovereign over them. uses them their grand 
and spiritual dignity, but refuses subject itself their 
scenic and sensuous frivolities. This view obviously sus- 
tained the doctrine divine instrumentality regenera- 
tion. The gospel presents itself men that noble title: 
“The Truth Its power lies the clear, 
calm conceptions which mind forms truth. Through 
truth thus received human spirit, God breathes regen- 
erating efficacy, and man becomes living soul. 

need not, therefore, throw back the support Chris- 
tianity upon the appendages Fine Art. care not 
clothe our clergy classic sacerdotal robes. must 
not burden our worship with responsive liturgies. will 
not employ, vie with, operatic troupes our service 
song. dare not crowd our sanctuaries with the master- 
pieces the studio. cannot enjoy dim religious light. 
tire the gorgeousness mediaeval ornament and the 
cumbrousness gothic columns the structure our 
churches. The kaleidoscope memorial windows does not 
quicken devout spirit. Why should struggle 
reproduce, place our plain meeting-houses, the temples 
Greece, the. basilicas Rome, the cathedrals 
Central Europe? will not abjure these resuscitations 
Art, except far they become substitutes Truth. But 

such they minister imaginative, and therefore 


effeminate, and length corrupt, religionism. must say 
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them, Let the dead bury their dead.” prefer, indeed, 
that Art should await the bidding Christian Truth 
originate new forms more becoming than these Christian 
maturity. Has Christian Art resources reserve for 
millenial this work, let but modest 
handmaid the Christian conscience. Let follow the 
train instrumentalities auxiliary the Miriam 
followed the ark bulrushes the flags the 
afar off, see what would done unto the and, like 
the Hebrew maiden, let content humble and 
dental service. Then that service shall work with laws 
invisible and eternal Providence. 

must not, cannot, make the gospel dependent 
any these subordinate aids. great strength lies 
God’s independence them. leans severity tastes, 
and simplicity usages, and forms worship uncom- 
plicated and unimposing the senses. This does through 
its awe-struck sympathy with the spirituality God. The 
glory its work earth is, that, the Truth God, can 
anywhere the strength God. Grecian temples, 
Indian pagodas, barbarian amphitheatres, Turkish 
mosques, mediaeval cathedrals puritan conventicles, 
quaker meeting-houses, floating bethels, barns, 
lumber-rooms, the forests, the seaside, 
the prairie; everywhere, can itself the power God 
and the wisdom God. Its preachers need not learned 
the millinery churchly costume; nor careful know 
whether vaulted roofs, painted panels, plain ceiling, 
unhewn rafters, green leaves, the stars heaven are over 
their heads. can but speak God’s truth God bids 
them, will God’s work. 

sympathy with this view, the Instrumentality 
Truth regeneration suggests the scriptural theory 
preaching. the light this doctrine, preaching per- 
fectly natural work, successful through supernatural power. 
Its object instruct men the knowledge truth, 
impress truth the conscience and the heart, and win 
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obedience truth the estranged human will. these ends 
perfectly philosophical means. Its action normal 
the constitution the soul. Its aims and its methods com- 
mend themselves the good sense all candid minds. 
They are not philosophically different from those honest 
speech other forms. But unlike those, preaching over- 
shadowed, the very conception it, the Divine Pres- 
ence. There lies the sole hope its success. Finite instru- 
ment the hand Infinite Nature used Him 
who made it: such the true ideal the pulpit. 

Preaching, then, idle play for the amusement idle 
minds. Its design not fascinate men euphony 
speech, startle oddity conceit, quaintness 
imagery, boisterous declamation. not work upon 
the organism which unites body and mind, 
excite sensibility not sustained thought. Still less 
soothe the religious instinct men, while evading 
stupefying those cravings which forecast eternity. gen- 
uine preacher will engage his work with intense intelli- 
gence purpose. will preach truth the calm, sober 
judgment men. will lead men toa right life im- 
planting within them right convictions truth. will 
kindle their presenting truth set 
their minds thinking. belief, depth feel- 
ing, holiness will, all borne and ruled 
these will the object wise preacher’s aim. These 
will strive weave into the homeliness real life. will 
preach men’s wants rather than their wishes. The whole- 
his soul its co-working with God will revolt from 
making the pulpit anything less than regenerating power. 

may, indeed must, employ varied skilful 
methods address. Things new and old will bring from 
his treasure. Acceptable words even, will seck out dili- 
gently. art orator poet moral painter un- 
worthy him. But the crowning feature his work is, that 
breathes with the singleness and the intensity his desire 


make truth reach and sway the whole being his hearers, 


through time and eternity; and with the courage his 
faith that, God’s strength, and that only, will this. 
This ardor devotion Truth, and God Truth, pal- 
pitates all through the structure Christian sermon. 
This makes preaching seem intensely alive and concrete. 
This sanctifies all art the work the subordi- 
nates art, and conceals from obtrusion. The hearer sees 
art; the preacher conscious none. Only God 
Truth felt living presence. Such the theory 
preaching implied the divine instrumentality the 
new birth. 

This theory specially opposed certain construction 
discourses, some varieties which, have reason 
fear, are craved the popular taste our own day, and are 
sometimes given from the pulpit. 

Here let distinguish precisely the evil; for must be- 
lieve that undeserved censure has been broadcast upon both 
the pulpit and the popular taste, indiscriminate rebuke. 
That not healthful caution, for neither reasonable 
nor scriptural, nor true the teachings history, which 
decries the careful, the studied, the elaborate, the anxious 
use what are ambiguously called means” 
preaching. God recognizes other than natural means. 
Supernatural power acting through natural means, 
divine ideal successful preaching. far have any- 
thing with it, the means are the power. 
Philosophically speaking, have nothing with 
anything but the means. Prayer but auxiliary 
truth. That perfectly legitimate taste, therefore, 
which demands the pulpit, everywhere 
where mind attempts influence mind. That would 
criminal weakness the pulpit which should fail meet 
such demand. must commend the alertness the pop- 
ular which requires penetrative and suggestive preach- 
ing. Men always require this when they are 
They, have right it. should not fearful great 
sermons.” are peril greatness above measure. 
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would more becoming our modesty stir each 
other’s minds remembrance the evil wrought small 
sermons. But the truth this work preaching 
Christ, and are impertinent adjuncts. 
such work nothing great but God; nothing small his 
service. That not only hopeless, positively false, 
policy which, its fear excess stimulus the pulpit, 
would put down the popular craving for thought, inun- 
dating the pulpit with commonplaces whose only claim 
attention that they are true. Even that which severely 
and justly censured preaching” not 
unworthy respect that preaching which popular im- 
patience describes the use old word our English 
vocabulary, and calls 

The policy frowning upon the raciness the pulpit 


unholy thing not the policy commended the 


tures; nor the policy which historically God has blessed. 
Apostles charge us: strong; quit you like men. The 
Bible itself the most thrillingly living volume all liter- 
ature. Why philosophers turn when all other wisdom 
exhausted Yet savages have wept, entranced when 
they would play with their plumes under the reading 
Pilgrim’s Progress Robinson Crusoe. The testimony 
history that every period religious awakening the 
world the pulpit has been intellectually awake. Preaching 
has been thoughtful, weighty, pungent, startling, and timely 
broad awake impress the world novelty. 
such times there very little conservative tranquility 
it. seems rather turning the world upside down. 
has always been thus; always will be. Cannot the 
depth revivals religion generally measured the 
weight the discussions which the pulpit has pressed 
down truth into the-popular heart 

The principle, brief, which should decide all questions 
respecting the intellectuality preaching this: that the 
popular mind will always demand, and ought always 
receive, much weighty, racy, penetrative, original 
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thought the popular conscience sufficiently educated 
appropriate and should receive more. 

But there style preaching which regardless 
this principle, and all others that concern the necessities 
souls. refer that structure discourse which the 
sacredness truth the divine instrument salvation 
buried beneath the display artistic skill. There mode 
preaching which sermon becomes purely work 
nothing more. This error exists variety 
forms. Sometimes the art constructing authoritative 
formulae theology. Doctrines are defined and defended 
with reference nothing but their orthodoxy statement, 
and their place catechism creed. Again, the art 
scholastic reasoning. Argument constructed with care 
for nothing but its logical rigidity —and, may 
add, its aridity. other cases the art transmutation 
truth from the dialect experience the dialect phi- 
losophy. Sermons are framed morbid fear cant and 
commonplace. Without one new thought, new shading 
old thought, the preacher would fain lift his weary 
and bewildered hearer from the language life, that is, the 
language has lived and therefore knows, the language 
whatever that may be. 
preaches the chief end man the pulpit were 
evade the peculiarities Christian speech. 
interpretation, his discourse only exchange the cant 
the church for the cant the school. 

still different form this clerical affectation becomes 
the art literature. The graces composition are 
elaborated with solicitude for nothing but its literary finish. 
They are drawn, like the lines engraving plate 
steel, with fastidious and mincing art, studious only their 
effect scene which set gilded frame, and 
exhibited connoiseurs. Application truth made, 
clothed archaic speech, which man, woman, 
child living audience will take heart. exhortation 
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repentance even, may framed and uttered 
nothing but the closing scene drama. 

Perhaps the most vapid variety these affectations the 
pulpit that which, for the want more significant 
name, may termed the art churchly etiquette. This 
inheritance from dead age. Its chief aim chain the 
pulpit fast its traditional dignity, protect from plebeian 
excitements, and specially seclude from the vulgarity 
participation the conflict living opinions. With this 
ambition, the clergy assume the style reverend fathers 
God, and down their hearers. Their dialect that 
affectionate patronage. They preach order superior 
beings. Ata sublime altitude above living humanity, they 
speak benignly the condition centuries. They 


discuss extinct species thought. They exhort 


forms virtue. They prop decaying usages and obso- 
lescent rites worship. They are absorbed the romance 
priesthood. may happen incident their min- 
istry that they tread delicately through the thoroughfare 
bloody revolution, affecting ignore the forces which are 
embattled the popular heart, and counting their mission 
successful they keep the pulpit intact from the great ago- 
nies which are seething around it. 

word, under such theories preaching sermon 
letter,” nondescript beneath all these, and 
nothing more. Preaching literally reduced art, and 
religion degraded science —reduced and degraded, 
not because science and art, but because they are made 
nothing else than science and art, are even made 
caricatures both. The intense sacredness truth God’s 
instrument the quickening dead souls, and satisfying 
the cravings their awakening, lost out sight the 
preacher’s solicitude for certain accuracies, prettinesses, 
dignities, oddities, distortions artistic form. 

are accustomed condemn such preaching defec- 
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tive religious spirit. say that most 
pressive dialect Christian experience, that wants 
tion.” does so. whisper that betrays moral 
delinquency the preacher. are right this. Butare 
not often guilty fallacy the commendations bestowed 
upon the very thing against which our religious instinct has 
hurled the heaviest anathema that can uttered criticism 
the pulpit Such preaching often approved for its ortho- 
doxy, for its science, for its literature, for its dig- 
nity. You hear commended good doctrine, 
osophy, good logic, good rhetoric, good poetry, good painting, 
good acting, good manners, good art all its forms, and yet 
good for every purpose except that doing good. The 
intellect, affirmed, approves it, imagination delights 
it, sensibility revels it, taste courts it, culture craves it, 
everything man that worthy respect, makes obeisance 
one form another it, except his conscience and this 
stands asa disconsolate monarch, lamenting his impotence 
put down sin that which the consent all allied pow- 
ers exalted accomplishment. follows, there- 
fore, clerical practice. False art comes recognized 
the legitimate fruit sound faith, scholarly training, 
churchly taste the pulpit. Yet the obstinate conviction 
underlying all the while, that this does not meet the 
responsibilities the pulpit, nor its work. Thus 
length comes about, the very theory what the pulpit 
should be, between the moral usefulness preaching and 
all its other excellences. 

illustrate the truth this but single phase it: 
have not learned speak certain class ministers, 
tones compassionate criticism, which our culture and 
our conscience give the lie each other? say one 
these brethren Christ: useful preacher, but 


men are awed the earnestness his thinking 
men are strengthened his faithful words; proud men sit 
children his feet; scoffers rage his plain speech; 
men who rail him are held, year after year, beneath his 
Souls are converted under his timely some- 
how you cannot tell how, the wind bloweth where listeth, 
but somehow hath the tongue the learned know- 
eth how speak word season him that weary the 
common people hear him gladly woman discerns what 
spirit is, and follows him, she went early the sepul- 
chre and little children come running unto him and praying 
that will take them his arms and bless them; but, this 
man, honored this man, revered minister- 
ing angels; this man, much like Christ; this man, 
cannot, no, dare not, pronounce eloquent 
preacher 

Never was more egregious error committed, than this 
whole style criticism, judgment the noth- 
ing beautiful but truth, neither anything respectable 
which not true God’s thought. sermon which only 
churchly conservatism, and which shoots vaults over 
the plain, living applications truth God’s instrument 
meeting the actual condition souls, has qualities which 
should win for the respect earnest man. For the 
great uses the pulpit abortion. The falseness 
the mission preacher vitiates its very virtues. Good 
taste condemns violently conscience. All noble cul- 
ture cries out against sternly the word God. 
tribunal more fatal its claims than that Christian 
scholarship. voice more indignant the rebuke 
than that the most accomplished manhood. Such preach- 
not only not good preaching, but not anything 
else which symmetrical and earnest soul can approve. 
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Demosthenes, Chatham, John Adams, had they been preach- 
ers the gospel, would never have preached thus, any more 
than Paul. They would not have listened such preaching 
any more complacently than John Knox. 

Let bring our ministry, brethren, its true test, 
though our work burned, and saved fire. Lay 
open the light, appears the side the simplicity, 
the directness, the timeliness, the sacredness, and the inten- 
sity truth used the Holy Spirit the salvation souls. 
There lies the proof living pulpit. Confronted with such 
ideal, the affectations have described shrivel into nothing- 
ness. Vanity vanities, saith the preacher all vanity! 
They are false the very titles which their praise 
often vaunted. They are not “sound”; they are not 
scholarly they are not they are not church- 
they are not they are not finished” 
they are not good taste they are not good sense. 
And they are not good sense because.they are not subdued 
awe truth, God’s instrument, put into the preacher’s hand 
for ends which neglect. matter how much 
truth may wrapped these false arts, souls never feel 
the preacher does not feel it. Neither can quickened 
it, any more than corpses arctic seas can fecl the latent 
caloric the ice-fields which have congealed life-blood. 

When one those useful pastors, who are not cloquent,” 
encounters ungenial criticism, his right rest calmly 
upon his calling God the preaching truth. 
distrust should impair the joy such preacher his work. 
There certain trust God’s word that truth shall its 
work the hearts men which every preacher needs 
make hima man power. equable and joyous 
ment which God has chosen. Once possessed it, 
sessed it, preacher feels that can afford preach 
truth truthfully. need not exaggerate truth. need 
not distort it. need not deck with meretricious orna- 
ment. need not surround with eccentric illustration. 


need not swathe transcendental speech. need 
not belabor with theatrical declamation. need not 
mince it, nor trim it, nor inflate it, nor paint it. has 
only preach it, thoughtfully, vividly, variously, and with 
the singleness intense soul living communion with 
God, and then let its own work. will its work. 
may have faith the midst exhausting toils, 
when wearied with that stern suppression fitful hopes and 
apprehensions which must enter largely into every intense 
life, may find this spirit repose truth falling upon 
him like the mantle prophet. may know then that 
his words are the wisdom God and the power God. 
will often speak with the consciousness that which 
pledge his success. will speak with daring neglect 
false and conventionalities, which will astonish 
men who not know where the hiding his power. 

are told that Napoleon battle used restless, 
irritable, and taciturn till certain critical point 
was reached the execution his orders; but that after 
that crisis was past, crisis invisible all eyes but 
and long before any prospect victory appeared his sub- 
ordinates, suddenly became calm, bland his manners, 
apparently careless his maneuvres, even jovial his con- 
versation and the battle Eylau, the risk defeat, 
others judged, lay down sleep hillock, which 
the enemy’s grape-shot grazed without wakening him. 
explanation his hardihood, said that there was turning- 
point all his battle beyond which, were safely 
reached, deemed victory secure. knew then that 
could not lose the day. His work was done. 

The repose genius the assurance results which are 
invisible inferior minds, can bear comparison with that 
rest the power truth which preacher may feel, and 
which does feel reasonably, will far towards realiz- 
ing his expectations success. The secret his power will 
simply that proclaiming God’s truth, God’s bid- 


ding, and God’s methods. gives men that which 


God has given him. The cloud the Divine Presence 
envelops him. Within that august protection performs 
his life’s work. cannot but achieve results which God 
will own. may labor trustfully, for must 
man ever failed who preached thus. The world may 
never know his power; but shall know it; and God 
shall one day proclaim it, that tribunal which shall 
fulfilled those words pregnant with the decisions eter- 
nity upon the history the pulpit: are last which 
shall first, and there are first which shall last.” 
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BIBLICAL NOTES. 
HACKETT, D.D., PROFESSOR NEWTON THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


WHERE CANDACE QUEEN 


Dean Alford writes the brief Article Dr. Smith’s Dictionary the 
Bible Candace, who, Acts viii. 27, said have been queen 
the Ethiopians” The name, nearly all admit, 
not that individual, but dynastic title, like Abimelech, Pharaoh, 
Ptolemy, and others. This critic follows those (Kuinoel, Winer, DeWette, 
Meyer) who suppose that the Candace whom Luke refers reigned 
Meroe, lying within the modern Nubia, not exactly island, often 
represented, but peninsula, formed the confluence the Nile and the 
Astaboras. usual appeal confirmation this statement 
Strabo, XVII. Dio Cassius, LIV. and Pliny, Hist. Nat., VI. 35. But 
some difficulties lie the way this opinion. First, Strabo, the pas- 
sage referred to, says expressly (for seems necessary regard 
the subject that the inhabitants Meroe appoint 
kings their sovereigns, and appoint them for their personal 
qualities, that they are elective not hereditary. Second, Strabo declares 
that the royal residence Candace was Napata 
which was different place from Meroe, eighty-six geograph- 
ical miles farther north; and Dio Cassius (LIV. though writes erro- 
neously makes the same distinction, referring the queens who bore 
this title Napata, and not Meroe. accordance with these notices, 
Rawlinson (Herodotus, Vol. II. 411) makes Napata the capital one 
part Ethiopia, and Meroe the seat another independent kingdom. 
The passage Pliny does not disagree with this conclusion, though 
chiefly his language that has misled readers, they have fallen into error 
here., His words are the following: “Inde Napata mill. oppidum 
parvum inter praedicta solum. insulam Meroen CCCLX 
Herbas circa dermum viridiores, silvarumque aliquid apparuisse 
rinocerotum elephantorumque vestigia. Ipsum oppidum Meroen 
introitu insulae abesse mill. juxtaque aliam insulam Tadu 
dextero subeuntibus alveo, quae faceret. Aedifica oppidi pauca. 
Regnare feminam Candacem; quod nomen multis jam annis reginas 
does course, and Candace reigned the city 
and island that name. But, the other hand, Meroe was impor- 
tant city, and could not well said consist few buildings,” and 
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Napata, might comparative sense described and hence this 
point may suppose Pliny back the remoter Napata, which 
has already spoken parvum,” and much the more that 
uppermost the mind, being the point from which reckons the situ- 
ation the other places named. 

According this view Candace was queen Napata, and not Meroe, 
precisely the distinction which Strabo and Cassius make between them 
would also lead suppose. Add this, mentioned before, that 
Strabo speaks the rulers Meroe kings, not queens. For fuller 
statement the case, the reader referred Laurent’s Neu- 
testamentliche Studien, pp. 140-146 (Gotha, 1866). proper add 
that some, as, for example, Ritter (Erdkunde, 491) assume that Napata 
was only province Meroe, and that Strabo and Cassius speak Can- 
dace connection with the former place rather than the latter, because 
she had noted palace there. follows, then (to make the conciliation 
here complete), that Strabo must mean rulers both sexes. 

The name Candace, says Riietschi (Hertzog’s Real-Encyklopiidie, Vol. 
VII. 243), appears not Shemitic origin, least satisfactory 
etymology has yet been assigned for it. The supposition that the Candace 
Acts viii. one who fought against the Romans B.c. (Strabo 
XVII. 54) just possible, far the dates are concerned, but has 
every presumption against it. Some the commentators suppose her 
have been the same which case she must have reigned under the empe- 
ror Claudius, and have been nearly ninety years old the time Philip’s 
baptizing the eunuch. Pliny’s statement that Candace was transmitted 
title these Ethiopian queens renders violent supposition needless. 


The reference here the place this name from which the two dis- 
ciples returned Jerusalem after the Saviour’s appearance them, 
the evening the first day after his resurrection (see Luke xxiv. 13). 
his first journey Palestine, Dr. Robinson was not inclined identify 
this Emmaus with the present the ancient Nicopolis, the foot 
the mountains the way from Jerusalem (Researches, Vol. 
66). But his second journey was led adopt that view, 
and defends length his Later Researches (Vol. pp. 146-150). 
But for this purpose must arbitrarily change the text the Evange- 
list for this Emmaus, the border the plain, hundred and sixty 
stadia from Jerusalem, whereas that Luke said only three- 
score sixty stadia. The distance from Jerusalem would not less 
than twenty miles, and could not traversed the time that Luke’s nar- 
rative allows for that purpose. 

New interest has been given this question monograph the 
subject Dr. Herman Zschokke, entitled Das Neutestamentliche Em- 
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maus beleuchtet (Schaffhausen, 1865). Catholic (Rector des 
terreichischen Pilgerhauses Jerusalem), and has made the subject 
special study. decides that the Emmaus Luke (xxiv. 13) must 
have been el-Kubeibeh, about nine miles northwest Jerusalem, where 
the Franciscan monks have placed it. Rector Zschokke relies three 
main arguments for his conclusion. First, the distance agrees with that 
Luke and Josephus (Bell. Jud. VII. 6), viz.as round number, sixty 
stadia “furlongs” (in the English Version), ascertained actual 
measurement, i.e. taking the shortest three ways, which differ only 
single stadium, amounts thirty-eight thousand and twenty English 
feet, equal sixty-two stadia and five-eighths. Secondly, the two disciples 
Jesus could easily return from Emmaus Jerusalem after sunset, 
from the close the day and rejoin the apostles there 
their secret meeting the evening the same day (John xx. 19). 
The journey was performed lately without difficulty within the time 
required, Madam Anna Emmerich. Thirdly, the crusaders (though 
really, appears from the author’s own figures, not earlier than the elev- 
enth century) were led fix Kubeibeh the New Testament Em- 
maus, consequence finding the name applied the native inhab- 
itants, though the name, admitted, longer exists among them. 
this last link the chain evidence could made stronger, would 
almost settle the question favor Kubeibeh. must confessed that 
the existence this early currency the scripture name outside the 
Christian communities the East not fully made out the confident 
tone the writer would authorize expect. The Catholics, their 
assurance that they have found the genuine spot, have recently bought 
the ground Arnoldi” (Kubeibeh), and are convert- 
ing into one their holy places. Rector Zschokke makes evident 
that the (Nicopolis) the foot the mountains cannot 
the New Testament village that name. That there such vil- 
lage the time Christ sixty stadia distant from Jerusalem, evident 
from Josephus well Luke but the site has been lost us. 

seems there little history behind this brochure the German 
author, which explains why this investigation has called forth much 
earnestness. pious lady, pilgrim the Holy Land from Paris, 
inquired Jerusalem for the site Emmaus, with the view erecting 
sanctuary chapel there. The Franciscans, accordance with tradi- 
tion long maintained them, referred her Kubeibeh the place 
question. Accordingly, obtain the desired spot which were few 
old ruins, she was required pay Abu Ghosch, the owher, one hundred 
and seventy thousand piasters, i.e. about eight thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. was little consequence that Protestant travellers held different 
opinion; but Dr. Sepp Miinchen (Jerusalem oder Pilgerbuch, 
55; 1862) and the Parisian Jesuit Bourquenoud, Catholics, also rejected 
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that tradition, was necessary find good reasons for Kubeibeh, oppo- 
sition the testimony favor Kulonieh, the route from Ramleh 
the Holy City. settle this question the special investigations referred 
above were set foot. 


DISPUTE RESPECTING CAPERNAUM. 


The later Palestine leave the question the spot which 
Capernaum stood hardly less perplexed than was before. “The dis- 
puted sites the cities Genesareth,” says Dean Stanley, after his second 
visit the East (Notices Localities, 195), remain dis- 
puted.” Porter (Handbook Syria, II. 425) accepts Dr. Robinson’s 
conclusion favor Khan Miniyeh, called from old caravansary 
only another name for the same place, derived from fig tree which over- 
hangs fountain the neighborhood. Dr. Thomson (Land and the 
Book, pp. 542-548) and Mr. Dixon (Holy Land, II. 173; London, 
1865) decide for Tell the head the lake, about three miles 
northeast Khan Miniyeh. The claim ’Ain Mudawarah, the Round 
Fountain, near the south end the Plain Genesareth, and named 
from being enclosed low circular wall mason-work,” has for some 
time past been kept abeyance; but Mr. Tristram (Land Israel, 
442; London, 1865) has brought forward once more, and certainly with 
reasons for which are not without weight. speaks with greater 
authority some branches the argument from his character 
eminent naturalist. Josephus states (Bell. Jud. III. 9,8) that the fountain 
Capernaum produced the fish like that the lake near 
Alexandria. Mr. Tristram now maintains that neither the places except 
the Round Fountain furnishes this mark identification. remark- 
able siluroid, the catfish coracine abounds remarkable 
degree the Round Fountain this day. obtained specimens yard 
long, and some them are deposited the British Museum. The loose, 
sandy bottom this fountain peculiarly adapted for this singular fish, 
which buries itself the sediment, leaving only its feelers 
Here, shallow water, may, when disturbed, once detected, 
swimming numbers along the bottom. But not found ’Ain-et 
Tin, where the fountain could neither supply with cover nor food nor 
though distant two miles the southward), where the water hot and 
brackish.” For other details his able argument the reader referred his 
work, above. Tristram thinks worth while mention that fever 
very prevalent this day Mudawarah (the Round Fountain), 
whereas “the dry, elevated, rocky ground Tell Him” would compara- 
tively free from it. Peter’s wife’s mother lay sick Caper- 
naum (Mark 30). 
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Dr. Thomson (Land and Book, 544) admits that this fish (cora- 
cinus) was actually found the fountain Capernaum,” and says that 
this valid reason why the Round Fountain could not be” that Caper- 
naum, that is, because contains such fish. Dr. Robinson makes 
similar statement. will seen, therefore, that there flat contradic- 
tion between different travellers the fact question; and the 
dispute having assumed form will doubt soon brought 
issue, far this point concerned. may mentioned with 
reference Khan Miniyeh that the English Exploring Expedition 
Palestine have been making excavations there, but (as reported the 
Athenaeum, March 31, 1866), have discovered remains antiquity, but 
only some masonry and pottery comparatively modern date.” 


The situation Bethabara Bethany (since they denote the 
place) beyond the Jordan, excites the greater interest from its supposed 
connection with the place our Lord’s baptism. The question impor- 
tant also for the harmonists settling the order certain events the 
beginning the Saviour’s ministry. There are two views here. One that 
Jesus after his temptation returned John Bethabara, where had 
been previously baptized and the other that John the meantime 
had changed the scene his labors, that when Jesus rejoined him 
was different place from the one where himself had been baptized. 
The determination this point depends chiefly the situation limits 
“the wilderness Judea” (Matt. iii. 3), where John made his first 
public appearance. Bleek (Synoptische der drei ersten Evan- 
gelien, 141) states, undoubtedly the only reliable conclusion respect- 
ing this somewhat controverted phrase. represents designating 
the plain, not exactly desolate, but yet little cultivated, and serving 
pasture land, the east side Judah and along the Dead Sea, which, 
according Josh. xv. 61, Engedi and other towns were situated. 
natural enough, adds further, that the phrase thus defined should occur 
with some fluctuation and hence the region certain extent north 
the Dead Sea the west the Jordan, which Josephus likewise desig- 
belonging the wilderness Judea.” According this view, the 
wilderness (Matt. iv. and Luke iv. into which Jesus went 
tempted, could either the desert this wider sense, the northern 
part it, viewed distinct from the other. See also Winer’s 
terbuch, 699. But John baptized this desert, must infer that 
Jesus himself was baptized there for, after reading that the forerunner 
baptized the crowds who came him “in the wilderness Judea” 
(Matt. iii. 5), read also, without any intimation change place, 
that Jesus came him and was baptized the Jordan (Matt. iii. 
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‘must rely, course, the usage for the exact extent these geographical 
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the other hand, Bethabara Bethany (as the case may be) was 
“beyond the Jordan,” i.e. the east side (John and hence, must 
have been different place from that the Saviour’s baptism, where the 
first interview occurred between him and the Baptizer. Stanley (Sinai 
and Palestine, 304) represents the places one and the same; but for 
this purpose must, contrary the evidence, make the wilderness 
Judea,” lie part the east not just regard 
(Matt. iii. for the latter, which describes doubt the Ghor 
Valley the Jordan general, denotes that passage the region from 
which the people resorted John’s baptism, and not that which they 
came; and used Matt. iii. points out the entire circuit John’s 
labors, which performed now this side the river and now that; 
the Judean desert being part only this more extended region. 


terms but deserves noticed that the different expressions differ 
such way indicate their the one being 
territory about the Jordan i.e. both sides it; and the other 
territory limited Judea. 

understand that John not only baptized Jesus Bethany, but bap- 
tized him there the time when received the deputation priests and 
Levites (recorded only John seq.), leaves interval for the temp- 
tation, which Mark says (i. 12), took place immediately after the baptism, 
and continued forty days. thus not only array the sacred writers 
against each other without reason, but overlook the distinct allusion 
which John makes the Saviour’s baptism previous occurrence, when 
reminds those present the descent the Spirit Jesus, which had 
been vouchsafed him sign that was the expected one (John 
32). This would even less correct than suppose that Jesus was bap- 
tized Bethany, and then, after the forty days, returned him the 
same place. Stier (Reden Jesu. 27) notices the use which captious 
criticism has made this failure recognize the baptism and temptation 
Christ antecedent the events related John seq. 

few recent writers, Stanley, Ellicott, incline place the temptation 
Mount Nebo, east the Jordan. This would possible, and perhaps 
not improbable, Jesus was baptized Bethany, the wilderness 
Nebo then might sufficiently near the one into which was led 
the Spirit tobe tempted. But the ground for this opinion falls away 
John was preaching Judea when Christ came him baptized. 
The desert where was already, afforded retreats which would natu- 
rally seek for fasting and prayer, without crossing the Jordan into the 
wilds Moab, and thus deviating far from his more direct course re- 
turning Galilee. The part the desert which lies back Jericho, and 
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reference the duration the fast, may well have been the spot where 
the Son God was show, the words Milton: 
filial virtue, though untried 
Against whate’er may tempt, whate’er seduce, 
Allure terrify undermine.” 


mountain cut off from the plain wall rock twelve fifteen 
hundred feet high, frightfully desolate, infested with wild beasts and 
reptiles, and thus answers fully Mark’s significant intimation (i. 13) 
respecting the wildness the scene 

the more precise situation Bethany Bethabara there noth- 
ing add, except that Jesus went from there Galilee ina single day 
(John ii. 1), must have been one the upper fords the Jordan 
(Bethabara signifies such place), not far from the south end the sea 
Tiberias, and not low down opposite Jericho. Stanley urges 
this note time decisive reason for placing Bethany there. But 
the mode reckoning “the third day” John uncertain. 
Kiepert’s Wandkarte des Paliestina, Bethany Bethabara appears far- 
ther south, the opposite side from the plain Jericho. The 
may the third after the arrival Galilee, and not the one spent 
the way thither or, Liicke thinks (Evangelium des Johannes 
467), third” from the calling Nathanael (John seq.) With 
these last computations our guide, have two days more for the 
journey back Galilee, and must place the site the lost Bethabara 
much further south than the position below the Tiberias. After all, 
will seen that the question where Christ was baptized distinct 
one from that the situation Bethany Bethabara, though often 


confounded with it. 


“QUARRIES” NEAR GILGAL. 

stated Judges iii. 18, that Ehud, after bringing his present 
Eglon king Moab, withdrew order dismiss his attendants, whom 
accompanied ashort distance, and then returned “from the quarries that 
were (as rendered the English version) order execute 
the meditated murder. not known the writer that any remains 
have been found that vicinity, and the meaning the word 
translated obscure. Professor Cassel, his note this passage (Rich- 
ter und Ruth, 37, Lange’s Bibelwerk, 1865), offers another explana- 
tion. understands that the were landmarks (consisting 
pillars, heaps stone, which marked the boundary between 
the Moabites the west the Jordan them 
conquerors that time) and that the Hebrews; and was “from” 
these stone heaps pillars (not “the quarries”) that Ehud turned back 
XXIII. No. 91. 
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after parting with his servants, have the advantage greater 
secrecy. this sense, would nearly allied that images,” 
idol-gods (compare Deut. vii. and Isa. xlii. 8), since boundaries (lapides 
sacri, termini) were regarded properly inviolate, consecrated. the 
heathen they were hardly less than objects religious veneration. The 
Hebrews would naturally speak them with reference the feelings 
their foreign oppressors, though need not altogether acquit the Hebrews 
similar superstition. 


ARTICLE VIII. 
NOTICES RECENT GERMAN PUBLICATIONS. 
FROM OUR GERMAN CORRESPONDENT. 


Die Christologie des neuen Testaments (The Christology the New 
Testament). biblisch-theologischer Versuch. Von Prof. Dr. Beyschlag, 
Halle. Berlin: Rank; London: Asher and Co. 1866.— Professor 
Beyschlag’s work comprises long preface, which defends himself 
against ungenerous attacks the lecture delivered last year before the 
Kirchentag, Altenburg (noticed previous number the Bibliotheca 
Sacra), introduction, and the following chapters: The Idea the 
Son Man; The Testimony Jesus concerning himself, according the 
Synoptics and John; the Christology Peter, the Apocalypse, John, 
the Epistle the Hebrews, Paul. 

shall best employ the limited space our disposal describing 
Professor Beyschlag’s point view. While believing firmly what 
beg our readers carefully remember that Jesus Christ the living, 
personal bond between God and man; that his person Deity and hu- 
manity are perfectly united; opinion that the formula, 
natures one formula which originated the endeavors 
the Council Chalcedon reconcile the two opposed schools 
Alexandria and Antioch —can longer received satisfactory 
expression the facts the case. the time when was adopted, the 
divine and the human were regarded two incommensurable, mutually 
exclusive quantities. Whereas the true teaching the scriptures, Chris- 
tianity, and the most enlightened modern theologians that humanity 
essentially related akin deity. the one hand, God bears within 
himself image himself, the likeness which created man; 
other words, kis own eternal image the archetype man. the other 
that which constitutes man person, that which makes him maa, 
the divine image implanted him the form capacity, that breath 
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God which constituted the earthly form living soul (Gen. ii. 7). 
Inasmuch, now, human nature itself bears the image God, and 
divine origin, only need conceive the divine idea man 
absolutely realized, human nature existing ideal perfection, and 
have the God-man. man whom the absolute capacity resemble 
God had become absolute reality through his absolute obedience, would 
able say, that seeth me, seeth Father”; and Father 
are one.” him God must dwell with his entire fulness; would 
human translation God’s eternal essence. Such God-man would 
unite God and man far more completely than the God-man the tradi- 
tional doctrine. should then have need say this did said 
his divine nature, that his human but simply 
This view our author seeks establish 
examination the various writings the New Testament. our opinion, 
however, the New Testament, while naturally containing much that will 
bear such explanation, contains quite much that points the 
tion the traditional doctrine. But though dissent from Dr. Beyschlag, 
shall glad see his work find candid and thoughtful for 
errs friend, not foe, Christ and Christianity. 


Die Wunderthaten des Herrn Bezug auf die neueste Kritik betrachtet 
(The Miracles our Lord considered relation the latest criticisms). 
Von Prof. Dr. Steinmeyer. Berlin: Wiegandt und 
don: Asher and Co. 1866.— The object this latest publication the 
able and acute Berlin professor show, first, the probability that 
Jesus should work miracles all; and secondly, the probability each 
particular miracle reported the Gospels. The critical attacks referred 
are principally those Strauss, his new Leben Jesu.” Tne follow- 
ing are the main sections. Introduction: The The Method 
acles. II. The Miracles Jesus: Group first, The Miracles which were 
Tokens that the Kingdom Heaven was hand; Group second, The 
Miracles which were Symbols the Blessings the Kingdom Heaven 
Group third, The Miracles which testified that the Power the Kingdom 
Heaven was already work; Group fourth, The Miracles which 
prophesied the Future Rule the Kingdom Heaven Earth. the 
first group occur such miracles the healing the woman with 
blood; the second, the cleansing the leper the third, the 
casting out devils and raising the dead the fourth, the feeding 
thousands. 

Professor Steinmeyer’s object not explain miracles; but 
understand (begreifen) them. With regard attempts explaining 
miracles, accepts Rothe’s excellent remark: “It involved the very 
idea miracle that should absolutely inexplicable; for 
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produced directly God, without the intervention second 


and explain fact bring light what has intervened between 
and its cause.” understand miracle, the contrary, ascertain 
its significance and design. our duty, too, try understand them, 
for only thus can assure ourselves their divine origin. 
alone does not prove event the direct work God. The sig- 
nificance and purpose the miracles Christ, Prof. Steinmeyer draws 
from the narratives themselves, from the circumstances, and forth. 
discover their significance and design put them the light prob- 
abilities. are opinion that our author’s procedure occasionally 
too subtile and rather artificial but the work whole thoroughly 
valuable contribution the apologetics Christianity. The method 
adopted healthful and sensible. have read the introduction with 
special interest, and only regretted that was not longer. sincerely 
trust that the author’s next contribution, which treat our Lord’s 
passion, will soon appear. Price thaler. 


Selbstzeugnisse Jesu (The Testimony Jesus concerning himself). Von 
Prof. Dr. Held, Breslau. Ziirich: Meyer; London: Asher and Co. 
This also apologetical work, the author “Jesus the 
Christ.”! consists fifteen meditations various passages from the 
Gospel Matthew, and nine sermons miscellaneous texts. The general 
character and tendency the meditations are well indicated the 
opening words the first. apostles have spoken and written 
many strange and marvellous things about Jesus Christ, that man who 
does not merely live for the present moment, blindly and without feeling, 
but reflects what sees and hears, must excited musings and 
questionings. had not learned these things from childhood —if 
had first heard them when were old enough should 
filled with still greater astonishment.” The question running through the 
whole book that old, wierd, seemingly needless, and yet fascinating ques- 
tion: Who and what was Christ earnestly commend the discus- 
sions both warm and thoughtful, all German readers. would 
good present for really enquiring doubter. 


Die Wissenschaft der Religion (The Science Religion). Von 
Tolle. Vol. Vandenhoeck and London: Asher 
and Co. 1866.— The aim this work lofty one; wish the ex- 
ecution were worthy the aim. The aim show that religion the 
absolute and central principle the life man spiritual being 
win back for religion and the church those posts which they are asserted 
opponents have lost; demonstrate that regeneration the 
people impossible save the basis faith; that religion the source 
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all true science, art, and morality that apostasy from religion involves 
the destruction all the ideal forces human history. This first volume 
treats, two books, the fundamental forms the religions relation,” 
and the “history the spirit and general tendencies 
tian but have not been able avoid the feeling, looking 
through his work, that lacks some the qualifications necessary 
such undertaking. His style flowing, many striking and suggestive 
thoughts are advanced, and good use made old material; but 
takes far more for granted than his aim allows, and does not evince that 
measure clearness, vigor, and logic that one has right expect 
philosophical treatise weighty theme. 


Allgemeines die Dichtung und das Psalmenbuch 
(General Observations Hebrew Poetry and the Book Psalms). 
Von Heinrich Ewald. Gottingen: Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht London: 
Asher and Co. This the second considerably enlarged edition 
the first volume the author’s great work The Poets the Old 
Testament.” The name Professor Ewald well known, and his 
authority stands high, that need little more than indicate the 
principal contents the work before us. Hebrew scholar can afford 
disregard his views, even where may differ from them. The work 
treats the origin poetry, and the peculiar character Hebrew poetry 
the History and various species Hebrew poetry the various parts 
Hebrew poem; song and music among the Jews; the sub- 
stance and aim, the origin, the inscriptions, and the historical explanation 
the Psalms. Professor Ewald thinks that have four species poem 
the Old Testament lyrical, didactic, dramatic, and epic poems. The 
Song Solomon treats dramatic poem, five acts, illustrative 
faithfulness love considers have been played some country 
festival, probably three players, one representing Solomon, the second 
the Sulamite, the third chorus women and believes that was written 
not long after Solomon’s death. our space allowed, would gladly 
give full account the very interesting and instructive section the 
history and species Hebrew Poetry. Price thaler, sgr. 


Vindiciae Lucanae seu libro Actorum asservati auctore. 
Aug. Klostermann. Gottingae: Vandenhoeck Ruprecht. 1866. 
careful inquiry into the probable authorship the itinerary contained 
the twenty-seventh and the twenty-eighth chapters the Acts. The 
writer arrives the result, that the itinerary was written the author 
who wrote the rest the book, and that this author was the companion 
Paul, who speaks himself the first person chapters twenty- 
seven and twenty-eight, that is, Luke. The principal questions discussed 
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are the following: Whether the account was written eye-witness; 
whether the two chapters form inseparable what the relation 
between chapters xxi. and xxvii. the relation between 
the style the itinerary and Luke’s other style, and forth. The little 
book comprises seventy-two pages, and costs twelve silver 


Characteristik der Theosophie Franz von Baader’s (Characteristic 
the Theosophy Baader). Von Prof. Dr. Fischer, Erlangen. 
Biesold. 1865.— This brief but interesting account the religio- 
philosophical views Franz von Baader, with notices their relation 
the systems Schelling, Hegel, Daub, and Schleiermacher. Professor 
Fischer’s spirit may judged the closing words his preface: “In 
seeking exhibit the merits this excellent theosopher, believe shall 
honor Him Jesus Christ whom Baader was free, loving, and 
enlightened witness.” Price sgr. pp. 71. 


Verfassung und Bestand Kirchen des Orients 
(Constitution and present Position all the Oriental Churches). Von 
Prof. Dr. Isidor Silbernagl. Landshut: Wolfle; London Asher and Co. 
1865. Price silver The churches whose constitutions and 
position Dr. describes are, the Greek church Turkey and 
Egypt, Greece and the Ionian Isles, Russia, the Danubian Princi- 
palities, Servia, Montenegro, Austria; the Armenian church the 
Coptic church Egypt; the Monophysite church Abyssinia the Jac- 
obite the Thomas Christians Malabar: further, the various 
united churches, Greek, Greek Catholic, Coptic and Abyssinian, Arme- 
nian, Chaldaean, Syrian Catholic, and the Maronite church. The author 
Roman Catholic, Professor Law Munich but seems have done 
his work thoroughly and impartially. 


Kritisch-Exegetisches Handbuch die Offenbarung Johannis (Critico- 
exegetical Handbook the Revelation John). Von Dr. Diister- 
dieck. pp. Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht; Lon- 
don: Asher and Co. 1865. Price thaler.— Dr. Diisterdieck’s general 
‘position himself candidly describes the following words: have 
doubt the Apocalypse being inspired book, and that this ac- 
count justly has place the canon. the same time consider 
far lower dignity than the writings the apostles, and enter- 
tain the conviction that the form visions under which the revelation has 
been given us, far inferior that oral converse between God and 
man hold view inspiration particular and theology gen- 
eral, which lead expect attacks both from the right and the left.” 
defends the unity the book denies that was written John the 
author the Gospel and Epistles; and assigns rather deutero-canon- 
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ical than properly canonical position. The key its purport and intent 
shortly come pass” (Rev. 1), laying stress the word “shortly,” 
speedily,” whose significance has either been overlooked undervalued 
too many commentators. other words, the theme the shortly 
expected second coming the consequences thereof Jeru- 
salem and the Jews, Rome and the world, and the church. The ref- 
erence the various seals, trumpets, vials, and forth, single events 
the general history the world and the church regards unwar- 
ranted, and as, use Calvin’s expression, ruinosa aedificatio.” 


Neutestamentliche Studien (New Testament Studies). Von Dr. 
Laurent. Gotha: Perthes London: Asher and Co. 1866. Price 
thaler, These studies are mainly reprints from the Theolo- 
gische Studien und and are the following subjects: Mar- 
ginal Notes the Apostle Paul (he the opinion that Paul dictated 
all his letters and afterwards made marginal notes, consisting additions 
and corrections. This, Dr. Laurent thinks, furnishes explanation 
many difficulties construction, The Order the Books the 
New Testament (he thinks, for example, Thessalonians ought 
before 1st Thessalonians) The Chronology the Acts; The Chro- 
nology Paul’s Epistles; Explanation particular passages (mostly 
philological) the Brethren Jesus (he believes that the brethren 
question were real brothers, the sons Joseph and Mary); The 
actual text, revised text and German translation the Fragment 
Muratori the Canon the New Testament. 


Vorlesungen die christliche Dogmengeschichte (Lectures the His- 
tory Christian Doctrine). Von Dr. Baur. Vol. Abth. Das 
Dogma der alten Kirche. Abschnitt. Von der apostolischen zeit bis 
zur Synode Nicaea. pp. 738. Fues London: Asher and Co. 
1865. Deducting his tendency Hegelian construction history 
general, and of: the Christian history particular, man was compe- 
tent write the history Christian doctrine the late Dr. Baur 
Tiibingen. His immense learning, clear and vigorous style, capability 
selecting what was importance and leaving aside useless details, and 
his systematic power, alike qualified him for the task. His method treat- 
ment’ this new work the usual one within each period 
the history each doctrine given agreement with the order dog- 
matic theology. Judging from the present volume, the work will 
extensive indeed, this constitutes part its value; for have 
handbooks enough. said scholars bear comparatively few marks 
the imperfection usually characteristic lectures published after the 


writer’s death. 


